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Rules  and  Regulations 


Title  5— ADMINISTRATIVE 
PERSONNEL 

Chapter  I — Civil  Service  Commission 

PART  213 — EXCEPTED  SERVICE 

Department  of  the  Interior 

Effective  upon  publication  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register,  subparagraph  (17)  of 
paragraph  (a)  of  §  213.3312  is  amended 
as  set  out  below. 

§  213.3312  Department  of  the  Interior. 

(a)  Office  of  the  Secretary .*  *  • 

(17)  Director,  Office  of  Minerals  and 
Solid  Fuels. 

***** 

(R.S.  1753,  sec.  2,  22  Stat.  403,  as  amended; 

5  UAC.  631,  633;  E.O.  10577,  19  FJR.  7521, 
3  CFR,  1954-1958  Comp.,  p.  218) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  Mart  V.  Wenzel, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 

[Fit.  Doc.  64-2486;  Filed,  Mar.  12,  1964; 
8:48  am.] 

PART  213— EXCEPTED  SERVICE 
Department  of  State 

Effective  upon  publication  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register,  subparagraph  (8)  is  added 
to  paragraph  (p)  of  §  213.3304  as  set  out 
below. 

§  213.3304  Department  of  State. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(p)  Offi.ee  of  the  Deputy  Under  Sec¬ 
retary  for  Administration.  *  •  * 

(8)  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Community  Advisory  Services. 

•  *  *  •  • 

(RS.  1753,  sec.  2,  22  Stat.  408,  aa  amended; 
6  U.S.C.  631.  633;  E.O.  10577,  19  FE.  7521, 
3  CFR,  1954-1958  Comp.,  p.  218)  ^ 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  Mart  V.  Wenzel, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 

[FA.  Doc.  84-2467;  Filed,  Mar.  12,  1964; 
8:48  am.] 


Title  9— ANIMALS  AND 
ANIMAL  PRODUCTS 

Chapter  I — Agricultural  Research 
Service,  Department  of  Agriculture 
wbchaptk  c— interstate  transportation 

OF  ANIMALS  AND  POULTRY 

PART  74— SCABIES  IN  SHEEP 

Interstate  Movement 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  sections 
l  through  4  of  the  Act  of  March  3,  1905, 


as  amended,  sections  1  and  2  of  the  Act 
of  February  2,  1903,  as  amended,  and 
sections  4  through  7  of  the  Act  of  May 
29,  1884,  as  amended  (21  U.S.C.  111-113, 
115,  117,  120,  121,  123-126),  S§  74.2  and 
74.3  of  Part  74,  Subchapter  C,  Chapter 
I,  Title  9,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations, 
as  amended,  are  hereby  amended  to 
read,  respectively,  as  follows : 

§  74.2  Designation  of  free  and  infected  . 
areas.  .  ; 

(а)  Notice  is  hereby  given  that  sheep 
in  the  following  States,  Territories,  and 
District,  or  parts  thereof  as  specified,  are 
not  known  to  be  infected  with  scabies, 
and  such  States,  Territories,  District,  and 
parts  thereof,  are  hereby  designated  as 
free  areas: 

(1)  Alabama,  Alaska,  Arizona,  Arkan¬ 
sas,  California,  Colorado,  Connecticut, 
Delaware,  District  of  Columbia,  Florida, 
Georgia,  Hawaii,  Idaho,  Louisiana, 
Maine,  Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Mich¬ 
igan,  Mississippi,  Montana,  Nevada,  New 
Hampshire.  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
North  Carolina,  North  Dakota,  Okla¬ 
homa,  Oregon,  Pennsylvania,  Puerto 
Rico,  Rhode  Island,  South  Carolina, 
South  Dakota,  Texas,  Utah,  Vermont, 
Virgin  Islands  of  the  United  States, 
Washington,  and  Wyoming ; 

(2)  The  following  counties  in  Illinois: 
Bond,  Clay,  Clinton,  Lawrence,  Madison, 
Marion,  and  Richland;  and  all  counties 
in  the  State  of  Illinois  lying  south 
thereof; 

(3)  All  counties  in  Kansas  except 
Cloud,  Ellsworth,  Harper,  Jewell,  and 
Sedgewick; 

(4)  All  counties  in  Minnesota  except 
Jackson,  Lincoln,  and  Rock; 

(5)  The  following  counties  in  Missouri : 
Cole,  Cooper,  Franklin,  Gasconade, 
Jackson,  Lafayette,  Moniteau,  Osage,  St 
Louis,  and  Saline;  and  all  counties  in  the 
State  of  Missouri  lying  south  thereof;  • 

(б)  The  following  counties  in  Ne¬ 
braska:  Arthur,  Banner,  Blaine,  Brown, 
Chase,  Cherry.  Cheyenne,  Deuel,  Dundy, 
Garden,  Grant,  Hooker,  Keith,  Keya 
Paha,  Kimball,  Loup,  Perkins,  Rock, 
Scotts  Bluff,  Sheridan,  and  Thomas; 

(7)  All  counties  in  New  Mexico  except 
those  portions  of  Lincoln  County  and 
Socorro  County  lying  within  the  area 
bounded  by  a  line  beginning  at  a  point 
on  U.S.  Highway  No.  54  where  said 'high¬ 
way  crosses  the  Lincoln-Torrance 
County  line  at  the  town  of  Corona,  New 
Mexico,  and  thence,  running  in  a  west¬ 
erly  direction  along  the  Lincoln-Tor¬ 
rance  County  line  and  the  Socorro-Tor- 
rance  County  line  to  New  Mexico  State 
Highway  No.  10;  thence,  running  in  a 
southerly  and  southeasterly  direction 
along  New  Mexico  State  Highway  No.  10 
to  its  intersection  with  US.  Highway  No. 
54;  thence,  running  in  a  southerly  di¬ 
rection  along  U.S.  Highway  No.  54  to  its 
intersection  with  US.  Highway  No.  380 
at  the  town  of  Carrizozo,  New  Mexico; 
thence,  running  in  a  southeasterly  di¬ 
rection  along  US.  Highway  No.  380  to 


its  intersection  with  New  Mexico  State 
Highway  No.  48  at  the  town  of  Capitan, 
New  Mexico;  thence,  running  in  an  east¬ 
erly  direction  along  New  Mexico  State 
Highway  No.  48  to  its  intersection  with 
the  Lincoln-Chaves  County  line;  thence, 
running  northward  along  the  Lincoln- 
Chaves  County  line  and  the  Lincoln-De- 
Baca  County  line  to  the  northeast  corner 
of  Lincoln  County;  thence,  running  west¬ 
erly  along  the  Ldncoln-Guadalupe 
County  line  to  its  intersection  with  the 
Lincoln-Torrance  County  line;  thence, 
running  southerly  along  the  Lincoln- 
Torrance  County  line  to  the  southeast 
comer  of  Torrance  County;  thence,  run¬ 
ning  westerly  along  the  Lincoln-Tor¬ 
rance  County  line  to  the  point  of  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  town  of  Corona,  New  Mexico; 

(8)  All  counties  in  Virginia  except 
Augusta  and  Highland; 

(9)  All  counties  in  Wisconsin  except 
Saint  Croix. 

(b)  Notice  is  hereby  given  also  that 
sheep  scabies  exists  in  all  States  and 
Territories  and  parts  of  States  not  desig¬ 
nated  as  free  areas  in  paragraph  (a)  of 
this  section,  and  they  are  hereby  desig¬ 
nated  as  infected  areas. 

§  74.3  Designation  of  eradication  areas. 

(а)  Notice  is  hereby  given  that  sheep 
in  the  following  States,  or  parts  thereof 
as  specified,  are  being  handled  system¬ 
atically  to  eradicate  scabies  in  sheep,  and 
such  States,  and  parts  thereof,  are  here¬ 
by  designated  as  eradication  areas: 

(1)  Iowa,  Kentucky,  Ohio,  Tennessee, 
and  West  Virginia; 

(2)  All  counties  in  Illinois  except 
Bond,  Clay,  Clinton,  Lawrence,  Madison, 
Marion,  and  Richland;  and  all  counties 
in  the  State  of  Illinois  bring  south 
thereof ; 

(3)  The  following  counties  in  Kansas: 
Cloud,  Ellsworth,  Harper,  Jewell,  and 
Sedgewick; 

(4)  The  following  counties  in  Minne¬ 
sota:  Jackson,  Lincoln,  and  Rock; 

(5)  All  counties  in  Missouri  except 
Cole,  Cooper,  Franklin,  Gasconade,  Jack- 
son,  Lafayette,  Moniteau,  Osage,  St. 
Louis,  and  Saline;  and  all  counties  in 
the  State  of  Missouri  bring  south  thereof ; 

(б)  All  counties  in  Nebraska  except 
Arthur,  Banner,  Blaine,  Brown,  Chase, 
Cherry,  Cheyenne.  Deuel,  Dundy, 
Garden,  Grant,  Hooker,  Keith,  Keya 
Paha,  Kimball, ,  Loup,  Perkins,  Rock, 
Scotts  Bluff,  Sheridan,  and  Thomas; 

(7)  The  designated  parts  of  the  fol¬ 
lowing  counties  in  New  Mexico:  Those 
portions  of  Lincoln  County  and  Socorro 
County  lying  within  the  area  bounded  by 
a  line  beginning  at  a  point  on  U.S.  High¬ 
way  No.  54  where  said  highway  crosses 
the  Lincoln-Torrance  County  line  at  the 
town  of  Corona,  New  Mexico;  and  thence, 
running  in  a  westerly  direction  along 
the  Lincoln-Torrance  County  line  and 
the  Socorro-Torrance  County  line  to 
New  Mexico  State  Highway  No.  10; 
thence,  running  in  a  southerly  and  south- 
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easterly  direction  along  New  Mexico 
State  Highway  No.  10  to  its  intersection 
with  UJ3.  Highway  No.  54;  thence,  run¬ 
ning  in  a  southerly  direction  along  UJ3. 
Highway  No.  54  to  its  intersection  with 
US.  Highway  No.  380  at  the  town  of 
Carrizozo,  New  Mexico;  thence,  running 
in  a  southeasterly  direction  along  US. 
Highway  No.  380  to  its  intersection  with 
New  Mexico  Highway  No.  48  at  the  town 
of  Capitan,  New  Mexico;  thence,  running 
in  an  easterly  direction  along  New 
Mexico  State  Highway  No.  48  to  its  inter¬ 
section  with  the  Lincoln-Chaves  County 
line;  thence,  running  northward  along 
the  Lincoln-Chaves  County  line  and  the 
Lincoln-DeBaca  County  line  to  the 
northeast  corner  of  Lincoln  County; 
thence,  running  westerly  along  the  Lin- 
coln-Guadalupe  County  line  to  its  inter¬ 
section  with  the  Lincoln-Torrance 


Title  7 — AGRICULTURE 

Chapter  VII — Agricultural  Stabilization  and  Conservation  Service 
(Agricultural  Adjustment),  Department  of  Agriculture 

SUBCHAPTER  C — SPECIAL  PROGRAMS 

[Arndt.  2]  •  ■ 

PART  775— FEED  GRAINS 

Subpart — 1964  and  1965  Feed  Grain  Program  Regulations 

County  Average  Yields  and  County  Rates 

The  1964  and  1965  Feed  Grain  Program  Regulations,  29  FR.  590,  are  hereby 
amended  by  adding  a  new  section  as  follows: 

§  775.327  County  average  yields  and  county  rates. 

The  county  average  yields  and  the  county  .rates  for  determining  the  diversion 
payments  for  the  1964  crops  of  barley,  corn,  and  grain  sorghum  under  S  775.312  are 
as  follows: 

1964  Feed  Grain  Program 


County  line;  thence,  running  southerly  County  1959-62  Adjusted  Average  Yields  (in  Bushels)  per  Acre  and  County  Rates  Used  in  Determining  Diversion 

along  the  Lincoln-Torrance  County  line  Payments 


to  the  southeast  corner  of  Torrance 
County;  thence,  running  westerly  along 
the  Lincoln-Torrance  County  line  to  the 
point  of  beginning  at  the  town  of  Corona, 

New  Mexico; 

(8)  The  following  counties  in  Vir¬ 
ginia:  Augusta  and  Highland; 

(9)  The  following  county  in  Wiscon¬ 
sin  :  Saint  Croix. 

(Secs.  4-7,  23  St&t.  32,  as  amended,  secs.  1,  2, 

32  Stat.  791-792,  as  amended,  secs.  1-4,  33 
Stat.  1264,  as  amended.  1265,  as  amended; 

21  U.S.C.  111-113,  115,  117,  120,  121,  123-126; 

19  F.R.  74,  as  amended) 

Effective  date.  The  foregoing  amend¬ 
ment  shall  become  effective  upon  issu¬ 
ance. 

The  amendment  adds  Cumberland 
County  in  the  State  of  Pennsylvania  to  cie& 
the  free  areas,  and  deletes  such  county  ~  “ 
from  the  infected  and  eradication  areas 
as  sheep  scabies  is  no  longer  known  to 
exist  in  this  county.  The  entire  State 
of  Pennsylvania  has  now  been  designated 
as  a  free  area.  Hereafter,  the  restric¬ 
tions  pertaining  to  the  interstate  move¬ 
ment  of  sheep  from  or  into  infected  and 
eradication  areas,  as  contained  in  9  CFR 
Part  74,  as  amended,  will  not  apply  to 
Pennsylvania.  However,  the  restrictions 
in  said  Part  74  pertaining  to  the  inter¬ 
state  movement  of  sheep  from  or  into 
free  areas  will  apply  to  this  State. 

The  amendment  relieves  certain  re¬ 
strictions  presently  imposed  and  must 
be  made  effective  immediately  to  be  of 
maximum  benefit  to  persons  subject  to 
the  restrictions  which  are  relieved.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  under  section  4  of  the  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Procedure  Act  (5  U.S.C. 

1003) ,  it  is  found  upon  good  cause  that 
notice  and  other  public  procedure  with 
respect  to  the  amendment  are  imprac¬ 
ticably  and  contrary  to  the  public  in¬ 
terest!  and  the  amendment  may  be  made 
effective  less  than  30  days  after  publica¬ 
tion  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  9th  day 
of  March  1964. 

M.  R.  Clarkson, 

Acting  Administrator, 

.  Agricultural  Research  Service. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-2453;  Filed,  Mar.  12,  1964; 

8:47  am.] 
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Chapter  IX — Agricultural  Marketing 
Service  (Marketing  Agreements  and 
Orders;  Fruits,  Vegetables,  Tree 
Nuts),  Department  of  Agriculture 

[Grapefruit  Reg.  87  [ 

PART  905— ORANGES,  GRAPEFRUIT, 
TANGERINES,  AND  TANGELOS 
GROWN  IN  FLORIDA 

Limitation  of  Shipments 

§  905.413  Grapefruit  Regulation  37. 

(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the 
marketing  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  905,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
905),  regulating  the  handling  of  oranges, 
grapefruit,  tangerines,  and  tangelos 
grown  in  Florida,  effective  under  the  ap¬ 
plicable  provisions  of  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674),  and  upon 
the  basis  of  the  recommendations  of  the 
committees  established  under  the  afore¬ 
said  amended  marketing  agreement  and 
order,  and  upon  other  available  informa¬ 
tion,  it  is  hereby  found  and  determined, 
in  accordance  with  paragraph  (5)  of  sec¬ 
tion  602  of  the  act,  that  the  continuation 
of  regulation  of  shipments  of  grapefruit, 
as  hereinafter  provided,  is  necessary  and 
will  tend  to  avoid  a  disruption  of  the 
orderly  marketing  of  the  remainder  of 
the  current  crop  of  such  grapefruit;  and 
such  continuation  of  regulation  will  be 
in  the  public  interest. 

(2)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that 
it  is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the 
public  interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rule-making  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
section  until  30  days  after  publication 
thereof  in  the  Federal  Register  (5  U.S.C. 
1001-1011)  because  the  time  intervening 
between  the  date  when  information  upon 
which  this  section  is  based  became  avail¬ 
able  and  the  time  when  this  section  must 


become  effective  in  order  to  effectuate 
the  declared  policy  of  the  act  is  insuffi¬ 
cient;  a  reasonable  time  is  permitted, 
under  the  circumstances,  for  preparation 
for  such  effective  time;  and  good  cause 
exists  for  making  the  provisions  hereof 
effective  as  hereinafter  set  forth.  Ship¬ 
ments  of  all  grapefruit,  grown  in  the 
production  area,  are  presently  subject  to 
regulation  by  grades  and  sizes,  pursuant 
to  the  amended  marketing  agreement 
and  order ;  the  recommendation  and  sup¬ 
porting  information  for  regulation  dur¬ 
ing  the  period  specified  herein  were 
promptly  submitted  to  the  Department 
after  an  open  meeting  of  the  Growers 
Administrative  Committee  on  March  10, 
1964,  such  meeting  was  held  to  con¬ 
sider  recommendations  for  regulation, 
after  giving  due  notice  of  such  meeting, 
and  interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  submit  their  views  at  this 
meeting;  the  provisions  of  this  section, 
including  the  effective  time  hereof,  are 
identical  with  the  aforesaid  recom¬ 
mendation  of  the  committee,  and  infor¬ 
mation  concerning  such  provisions  and 
effective  time  has  been  disseminated 
among  handlers  of  such  grapefruit;  it  is 
necessary,  in  order  to  effectuate  the  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  the  act,  to  make  this 
section  effective  during  the  period  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth  so  as  to  provide  for  the 
continued  regulation  of  the  handling  of 
grapefruit,  and  compliance  with  this 
section  will  not  require  any  special  prep¬ 
aration  on  the  part  of  the  persons  sub¬ 
ject  thereto  which  cannot  be  completed 
by  the  effective  time  hereof. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  Terms  used  in  the 
amended  marketing  agreement  and  or¬ 
der  shall,  when  used  herein,  have  the 
same  meaning  as  is  given  to  the  respec¬ 
tive  term  in  said  amended  marketing 
agreement  and  order;  and  terms  relating 
to  grade,  diameter,  standard  pack,  and 
standard  box,  as  used  herein,  shall 
have  the  same  meaning  as  is  given 
to  the  respective  term  in  the  United 


States  Standards  for  Florida  Grapefruit 
(§S  51.750-51.783  of  this  title). 

(2)  Grapefruit  Regulation  36  (§  905.- 
411;  29  F.R.  2739)  is  hereby  terminated 
at  12:01  ajn.,  e.s.t.,  March  13,  1964. 

(3)  During  the  period  beginning  at 
12:01  a.m.,  e.s.t.,  March  13,  1964,  and 
ending  at  12:01  a.m.,  e.s.t.,  April  20, 1964, 
no  handler  shall  ship  between  the  pro¬ 
duction  area  and  any  point  outside 
thereof  in  the  continental  United  States, 
Canada,  or  Mexico: 

(i)  Any  seeded  grapefruit,  grown  in 
the  production  area,  which  do  not  grade 
at  least  U.S.  No.  1  Russet; 

(ii)  Any  seedless  grapefruit,  grown  in 
the  production  area,  which  do  not  grade 
at  least  U.S.  No.  2  Russet; 

(iii)  Any  seeded  grapefruit,  grown  in 
the  production  area,  which  are  smaller 
than  31B/x6  inches  in  diameter,  except 
that  a  tolerance  of  10  percent,  by  count, 
of  seeded  grapefruit  smaller  than  such 
minimum  size  shall  be  permitted,  which 
tolerance  shall  be  applied  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  for  the  application 
of  tolerances,  specified  in  said  United 
States  Standards  for  Florida  Grape¬ 
fruit;  or 

(iv)  Any  seedless  grapefruit,  grown  in 
the  production  area,  which  are  smaller 
than  3%6  inches  in  diameter,  except  that 
a  tolerance  of  10  percent,  by  count,  of 
seedless  grapefruit  smaller  than  such 
minimum  size  shall  be  permitted,  which 
tolerance  shall  be  applied  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  for  the  application 
of  tolerances,  specified  in  said  United 
States  Standards  for  Florida  Grapefruit. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated:  March  11,  1964. 

Paul  A.  Nicholson, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Veg¬ 
etable  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-2516;  Filed,  Mar.  12,  1964; 

8:50  a.m.] 
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Title  14— AERONAUTICS  AND 
SPACE 

Chapter  I— Federal  Aviation  Agency 

SUBCHAPTER  E — AIRSPACE  (NEW! 

[  Airspace  Docket  No.  63-CE-73  ] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FED¬ 
ERAL  AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIR¬ 
SPACE,  AND  REPORTING  POINTS 
[NEW] 

Alteration  of  Control  Zones  and  Des¬ 
ignation  of  Transition  Areas;  Revo¬ 
cation  of  Control  Area  Extension 

On  August  28,  1963,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (28  F.R.  9437)  stating 
that  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  pro¬ 
posed  to  alter  the  Champaign  and  Ran- 
toul,  HI.,  control  zones,  revoke  the 
Rantoul  control  area  extension  and  des¬ 
ignate  the  Rantoul  and  Danville,  HI., 
transition  areas. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule 
making  through  submission  of  com¬ 
ments.  Due  consideration  was  given 
to  all  relevant  matter  presented. 

Comments  were  received  from  the  Air 
Transport  Association  of  America  (ATA) 
and  the  University  ofHlinois,  Institute 
of  Aviation. 

The  ATA  commented  on  the  controlled 
airspace  at  Danville,  HI.  The  ATA  rec¬ 
ommended  that  a  lower  floor  be  estab¬ 
lished  for  the  procedure  turn  area  and 
the  final  approach  transition  area  from 
the  Tab  Intersection.  The  ATA  stated 
that  the  lower  floor  would  allow  the  use 
of  lower  altitudes  which  would  permit 
many  more  flights  to  become  contact 
and  cancel  IFR  and  thereby  expedite 
traffic  in  and  out  of  Danville.  Lowering 
of  the  transition  area  floors  solely  to 
permit  early  descent  to  a  low  altitude  for 
the  purpose  referred  to  by  ATA  would 
be  contrary  to  CAR  Amendments  60-21 
and  60-29.  The  transition  area  pro¬ 
posed  for  the  Vermillion  County  Airport 
at  Danville  is  consistent  with  standards 
prescribed  in  Agency  criteria  and  does 
not  require  the  assignment  of  minimum 
instrument  flight  altitudes  which  ad¬ 
versely  affect  rates  of  descent  or  landing 
and  takeoff  minim  urns.  The  ATA  rec¬ 
ommendation  will  therefore  not  be 
adopted. 

The  University  of  Illinois,  Institute  of 
Aviation  did  not  object  to  the  proposal 
but  called  attention  to  the  flight  test 
area  approved  for  use  by  the  Institute  of 
Aviation.  The  proposed  action  should 
not  adversely  affect  the  conduct  of  flight 
test  activities  within  the  approved  area. 

The  substance  of  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ments  having  been  published,  and  for 
reasons  stated  in  the  notice,  the  follow¬ 
ing  actions  are  taken : 

1.  Section  71.171  (29  F.R.  1101)  is 
amended  to  read : 

a.  The  Champaign,  HI.,  control  zone  is 
amended  to  read: 

Champaign,  ill. 

Within  a  5-mile  radius  of  the  University 
of  Ullnols-Willard  Airport,  Champaign,  HI. 
(latitude  40s02'25"  N..  longitude  88*16'85" 


W.) ,  within  2  miles  each  side  of  the 
Champaign  VORTAC  128*  radial,  extending 
from  the  5- mile  radius  aone  to  8  miles  SE 
of  the  VORTAC.  and  within  3  miles  each  side 
of  the  Champaign  VORTAC  288*  radial,  ex¬ 
tending  from  the  5-mlle  radius  zone  to  8 
miles  SW  of  the  VORTAC. 

b.  The  Rantoul,  HI.,  control  zone  is 
amended  to  read: 

Rantoul,  1U. 

Within  a  5-mlle  radius  of  Chanute  AFB, 
Rantoul,  HI.  (latitude  40*17'40"  N..  longitude 
88°08'20"  W.).  and  within  2  miles  each  side 
of  the  Chanute  VOR  270s  radial,  extending 
from  the  5-mile  radius  zone  to  the  VOR, 
from  0800  to  2400  hours,  local  time  daily. 

2.  Section  71.181  (29  PE.  1160)  is 
amended  by  adding  the  following  tran¬ 
sition  areas: 

a.  Rantoul,  III. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  an  11-mUe 
radius  of  Chanute  AFB,  and  that  airspace 
extending  upward  from  1,200  feet  above 
the  surface  bounded  on  the  north  by  lati¬ 
tude  40°45'00"  N.,  on  the  east  by  longitude 
87*23 '00"  W„  on  the  south  by  a  line  5  miles 
NW  of  and  parallel  to  a  direct  radial  from 
the  West  Point,  Ind.,  VOR  to  the  Vandalia, 
HI.,  VOR  and  V-50,  and  on  the  west  by  longi¬ 
tude  88 *40' 00"  W.,  excluding  the  airspace 
within  the  Decatur,  HI.,  transition  area. 

b.  Danville,  IU. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from 
700  feet  above  the  surfaoe  within  a  5-mile 
radius  of  the  Vermillion  County  Airport, 
Danville,  HI.  (latitude  40*11'55"  N„  longi¬ 
tude  87 *35 '40"  W.)  and  within  2  miles 
-each  aide  of  the  Danville  VOR  197*  radial, 
extending  from  the  5-mlle  radius  zone  to 
the  VOR. 

3.  Section  71.165  (29  FJ%.  1073)  is 
amended  by  revoking  the  following  con¬ 
trol  area  extension:  Rantoul,  HI. 

These  amendments  shall  become  ef¬ 
fective  0001  e.s.t.,  May  28, 1964. 

(Sec.  307(a)  72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C.  1348) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  March 
5. 1964. 

D.  E.  Barrow, 

Acting  Chief,  Airspace  Regulations 
and  Procedures  Division. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-2431;  Filed,  Mar.  12,  1964; 
8:45  a.m.] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  63-CE-109] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FED¬ 
ERAL  AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIR¬ 
SPACE,  AND  REPORTING  POINTS 
[NEW] 

Revocation  of  Federal  Airway  Seg¬ 
ments  and  Alteration  of  Transition 
Areas 

On  November  27, 1963,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (28  FE.  12625)  stating 
that  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  (FAA) 
proposed  to  revoke  the  following  low 
altitude  airway  segments:  V-6  north 
alternate  from  Sidney,  Nebr.,  to  North 
Platte,  Nebr.,  and  from  North  Platte  to 
Grand  Island,  Nebr.;  V-10  south  alter¬ 
nate  from  Dodge  City,  Kans.,  to  Hutch¬ 
inson,  Kans.;  V-17  west  alternate  from 
Garden  City,  Kans.,  to  Goodland,  Kans.; 
V-26  north  alternate  from  Rapid  City, 
S.  Dak.,  to  Philip,  8.  Dak.;  V-26  south 


alternate  from  Philip  to  Pierre,  S.  Dak., 
and  from  Pierre  to  Huron.  S.  Dak.;  V-169 
east  alternate  from  Chadron,  Nebr.,  to 
Rapid  City;  V-172  north  alternate  from 
Wolbach,  Nebr.,  to  Neola,  Nebr.,  and 
from  Neola  to  Newton,  Nebr.;  V-216 
north  alternate  from  Hill  City,  Kans.,  to 
Mankato,  Kans.;  V-216  south  alternate 
from  Mankato  to  Pawnee  City,  Nebr.; 
and  V-514  from  Garden  City  to  Russell, 
Kans.  The  notice  also  stated  that  the 
Salina,  Kans.,  and  the  Topeka,  Kans., 
transition  areas  would  be  altered  by  sub¬ 
stituting  V-216  main  airway  segment  for 
V-216  south  alternate  segment  in  the 
description  of  these  transition  areas. 

In  commenting  on  the  notice,  the  Air 
Transport  Association  of  America 
(ATA)  objected  to  the  proposed  revoca¬ 
tion  of  V-26S  from  Philip,  S.  Dak.,  to 
Pierre,  S.  Dak.,  and  V-26N  from  Philip 
to  Rapid  City,  S.  Dak.  The  ATA  advised 
that  North  Central  and  Western  Air¬ 
lines  each  has  four  operations  a  day 
over  the  airway  between  Pierre  and 
Rapid  City,  and  that  there  have  been 
many  instances  when  V-26S  and  V-26N 
have  been  used  to  expedite  the  move¬ 
ment  of  these  flights.  The  ATA  also 
asked  that  we  consider  the  limited  num¬ 
ber  of  navigational  aids  available  and 
the  considerable  military  activity  in  the 
South  Dakota  area.  No  other  comments 
were  received. 

The  FAA  reviewed  the  airline  sched¬ 
ules  between  Rapid  City  and  Pierre  and 
determined  that  V-26S  may  be  used 
occasionally  to  effect  separation  be¬ 
tween  the  two  morning  Western  Airlines 
flights  on  this  segment.  However,  North 
Central  and  Western  Airlines  both  op¬ 
erate  pressurized  type  aircraft  between 
Pierre  and  Rapid  City,  and  by  regula¬ 
tion  these  aircraft  must  be  equipped 
with  Distance  Measuring  Equipment 
(DME)  by  June  30,  1964.  The  Rapid 
City,  Pierre  and  Philip  VORs  are  sched¬ 
uled  for  conversion  to  VORTAC  during 
March  of  1964,  July  of  1964  and  August 
of  1964;  respectively.  This  will  permit 
use  of  DME  separation  standards  in 
effecting  altitude  changes  between 
Pierre  and  Rapid  City. 

The  military  traffic  operating  from 
Ellsworth  AFB,  Rapid  City,  S.  Dak.,  is 
primarily  jet- type  aircraft,  and  the  de¬ 
partures  are  normally  conducted 
through  use  of  Standard  Instrument 
Departures  away  from  airway  traffic. 
The  military  has  stated  no  requirement 
for  retention  of  the  alternate  airways. 

The  FAA  review  indicates  there  is  no 
air  traffic  control  requirement  for  re¬ 
tention  of  these  two  alternate  airway 
segments. 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule 
making  through  submission  of  com¬ 
ments.  Due  consideration  has  been 
given  to  all  relevant  matter  persented. 

The  substance  of  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ments  having  been  published  and  for 
the  reasons  stated  in  the  notice,  the 
following  actions  are  taken: 

1.  Section  71.123  (29  FE.  1009)  is 
amended  as  follows: 

a.  In  V-6  “North  Platte,  Nebr.,  includ¬ 
ing  an  N  alternate;  Grand  Island,  Nebr., 
Including  an  N  alternate  via  INT  oi 
North  Platte  073*  and  Grand  Island  288 
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radials ;  ”  is  deleted  and  “North  Platte, 
Nebr.;  Grand  Island,  Nebr.;”  is  substi¬ 
tuted  therfor. 

b.  In  V-10  “Hutchinson,  Kans.,  in¬ 
cluding  an  S  alternate  via  INT  of  Dodge 
City  099°  radial  with  Hutchinson  direct 
radial  to  Liberal,  Kans.,  and  also  an  N 
alternate"  is  deleted  and  “Hutchinson, 
Kans.,  including  an  N  alternate”  is  sub¬ 
stituted  therefor. 

c.  In  V-17  “to  Goodland,  Kans.,  in¬ 
cluding  a  W  alternate."  is  deleted  and 
“to  Goodland,  Kans.”  is  substituted 
therefor. 

d.  In  V-26  “Philip,  S.  Dak.,  including 
an  N  alternate  via  INT  of  Rapid  City 
049°  and  Philip  282°  radials;  Pierre, 

S.  Dak.,  including  an  S  alternate;  Huron, 

S.  Dak.,  including  an  S  alternate  via 
Pierre  106°  and  Huron  254°  radials;"  is 
deleted  and  “Philip,  S.  Dak.;  Pierre, 

S.  Dak.;  Huron,  S.  Dak.;”  is  substituted 
therefor. 

*  e.  In  V-169  “to  Rapid  City,  S.  Dak., 
including  an  E  alternate  via  INT  of 
Chadron  017°  and  Rapid  City  180°  ra¬ 
dials."  is  deleted  and  “to  Rapid  City, 

S.  Dak."  is  substituted  therefor. 

f.  In  V-172  “Neola,  Iowa,  including  an 
N  alternate;  Newton,  Iowa,  including  an 
N  alternate;"  is  deleted  and  “Neola, 
Iowa;  Newton,  Iowa;”  is  substituted 
therefor. 

g.  In  V-216  “Mankato,  Kans.,  includ¬ 
ing  an  N  alternate;  Pawnee  City,  Nebr., 
including  an  S  alternate;"  is  deleted  and 
“Mankato,  Kans.;  Pawnee  City,  Nebr.;" 
is  substituted  therefor. 

h.  In  V-514  “Prom  Tobe,  Colo.,  via 
Garden  City,  Kans.;  to  Russell,  Kans.” 
is  deleted  and  “Prom  Tobe,  Colo.,  to 
Garden  City,  Kans."  is  substituted 
therefor. 

2.  Section  71.181  (29  F.R.  1160)  is 
amended  as  follows: 

a.  In  the  Salina,  Kans.,  transition  area 
“bounded  on  the  NE  by  a  line  extending 
from  Lat.  39°52'15"  N.,  Long.  96°48'00" 
W.,  to  Lat.  39°40'45"  N.,  Long.  96°35'00" 
W.,  on  the  E  by  the  Emporia,  Kans., 
VORTAC  346°  radial,  on  the  S  by  the  N 
boundary  of  V-4  E  of  the  Salina 
VORTAC  and  V-108  W  of  the  Salina 
VORTAC,  on  the  W  by  Long.  98°30'00" 
N  and  on  the  N  by  V-216  W  of  the  Man¬ 
kato,  Kans.,  VOR  and  V-216  S  alternate 
E  of  the  Mankato  VOR;”  is  deleted  and 
“bounded  on  the  E  by  the  Emporia, 
Kans.,  VORTAC  346°  radial,  on  the  S  by 
the  N  boundary  of  V-4  E  of  the  Salina 
VORTAC  and  V-108  W  of  the  Salina 
VORTAC,  on  the  W  by  Long.  98°30'00" 
W.,  and  on  the  N  by  V-216;”  is  substi¬ 
tuted  therefor. 

b.  In  the  Topeka,  Kans.,  transition 
area  “and  that  airspace  extending  up¬ 
ward  from  3,500  feet  MSL  bounded  by  a 
une  beginning  at  Lat.  39°52'15"  N.,  Long. 
96°48'00"  W.,  thence  E  along  the  S 
boundary  of  V-216  S  alternate  and  V-50 
«>  the  arc  of  a  20-mile  radius  circle  cen¬ 
tered  on  the  Rosecrans  Memorial  Air¬ 
port,”  is  deleted  and  “and  that  airspace 
extending  upward  from  3,500  feet  MSL 
bounded  by  a  line  beginning  at  Lat.  40  °- 
02'10"  N.,  Long.  96°40'28"  W.,  thence 
E  along  the  S  boundary  of  V-216  and 
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V-50  to  the  arc  of  a  20-mile  radius  cir¬ 
cle  centered  on  the  Rosecrans  Memorial 
Airport"  is  substituted  therefor;  and 
“thence  NW  to  Lat.  39*40'45"  N..  Long. 
96°35'00"  W.,  to  the  point  of  beginning." 
is  deleted  and  “thence  NW  to  the  point 
of  beginning."  is  substituted  therefor. 

These  amendments  shall  become  ef¬ 
fective  0001  ejs.t.,  April  30,  1964. 

(Sec.  307(a),  72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C.  1348) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  March 
5, 1964. 

<  D.  E.  Barrow, 
Acting  Chief,  Airspace  Regulations 

and  Procedures  Division. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-2432;  FUed,  Mar.  12,  1964; 
8:45  a.m.] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  62-SO-24J 

PART  71  — DESIGNATION  OF  FED¬ 
ERAL  AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIR¬ 
SPACE,  AND  REPORTING  POINTS 
[NEW] 

PART,  73— SPECIAL  USE  AIRSPACE 
[NEW] 

Alteration  of  Restricted  Areas  and 
Controlled  Airspace 

On  July  18,  1963,  a  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  was  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  (28  F.R.  7360)  stating  that 
the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  was  consid¬ 
ering  amendments  to  Parts  71  and  73  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  to  alter 
the  altitude  and  time  of  use  of  the  Fort 
Gordon,  Ga.,  Restricted  Area  R-3003 
and  to  alter  the  northeast  boundary  and 
altitude  of  the  Fort  Gordon,  Ga.,  Re¬ 
stricted  Area  R-3004. 

In  addition,  it  was  proposed  to  include 
R-3003  and  R-3004  in  the  Augusta,  Ga., 
control  area  extension  for  joint  use  with 
the  Jacksonville  ARTC  Center  acting  as 
the  controlling  agency.  It  was  also  pro¬ 
posed  to  redesignate  the  segment  of  V- 
1511  from  Alma,  Ga.,  as  a  16-mile  wide 
direct  airway  to  Augusta,  Ga. 

The  Department  of  the  Army,  in  com¬ 
menting  on  the  notice,  offered  no  ob¬ 
jections  to  the  proposed  changes  in 
R-3003  or  the  proposed  revocation  of 
the  northeast  portion  of  R-3004.  How¬ 
ever,  the  Army  indicated  that  a  reduc¬ 
tion  in  the  designated  altitudes  of 
R-3004  from  “surface  to  24,000  feet 
MSL”  to  “surface  to  8,000  feet  MSL”  as 
proposed  would  make  the  area  unusable 
for  artillery,  and  that  20,000  leet  MSL 
would  be  the  lowest  ceiling  permitting 
continued  artillery  use.  After  the  clos¬ 
ing  of  the  comment  period,  at  the  re¬ 
quest  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency, 
the  Army  investigated  the  feasibility  of 
conducting  their  artillery  firings  in  other 
restricted  areas  near  Fort  Gordon. 
They  report  that  this  is  impractical  be¬ 
cause  the  restricted  areas  suitable  for 
artillery  are  being  used  for  higher  pri¬ 
ority  missions.  Accordingly,  the  FAA 
has  determined  that  redesignation  of 
R-3004  from  the  surface  to  20,000  feet 
MSL  is  justified. 
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The  AOPA  commented  favorably  on 
the  original  proposal;  however,  this  was 
in  reference  to  lowering  the  ceilings  of 
both  R-3003  and  Rr-3004  to  4,000  feet 
MSL  and  8,000  feet  MSL,  respectively. 
Due  to  the  Army’s  requirements,  the 
ceiling  of  R-3004  is  lowered  herein  to 
20,000  feet  MSL  instead  of  to  8,000  feet 
MSL,  as  originally  proposed. 

Since  the  ceiling  of  R-3004  is  not  being 
reduced  to  the  extent  proposed  in  the 
notice,  no  action  is  being  taken  herein  to 
realign  V-1511  as  proposed. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
following  actions  are  taken: 

1.  In  §  73.30  Georgia  (29  FJt.  1249) , 
R-3003  and  R-3004  Fort  Gordon,  Ga., 
Restricted  Areas  are  amended  to  read: 

R-3003  Fort  Gordon,  Ga. 

Boundaries.  Beginning  at  latitude  33° - 
23'35"  N.,  longitude  82°08'80"  W.;  to  lati¬ 
tude  33°22'15"  N.,  longitude  82°08'18"  W.; 
to  latitude  33°21'35"  N.,  longitude  82°09’- 
10"  W.;  to  latitude  33°22'15"  N.,  longitude 
82°17'00"  W.;  to  latitude  33°25'00"  N„  longi¬ 
tude  82°12'00”  W.;  to  point  of  beginning. 

Designted  altitude.  Surface  to  4,000 
feet  MSL. 

Time  of  designation.  Continuous. 
Controlling  agency.  Federal  Aviation 
Agency,  Jacksonville  ARTC  Center. 

Using  agency.  Commanding  Officer,  Fort 
Gordon,  Ga. 

R-3004  Fort  Gordon,  Ga. 

Boundaries.  Beginning  at  latitude  33°21'- 
53"  N.,  longitude  82°12'15"  W.;  to  latitude 
33°19'43"  N.,  longitude  82°12'15"  W.;  to  lati¬ 
tude  33°16'20"  N.,  longitude  82°18'00"  W.; 
to  latitude  83°17'29"  N.,  longitude  82°23'00" 
W.;  to  latitude  33°21'15"  N.,  longitude  82°- 
18'47"  W.;  to  latitude  33°22'15"  N.,  longitude 
82°17'00"  W.;  to  point  of  beginning. 

Designated  altitude.  Surface  to  20,000 
feet  MSL. 

Time  of  designation.  Continuous. 
Controlling  agency.  Federal  Aviation 
Agency,  Jacksonville  ARTC  Center. 

Using  agency.  Commanding  Officer,  Fort 
Gordon,  Ga. 

2.  Section  71.165  (29  F.R.  1073),  is 
amended  as  follows: 

In  the  Augusta,  Ga.,  control  area  ex¬ 
tension,  “R-3003,  R-3004  and  Rr-6004.” 
is  deleted  and  “R-6004.”  is  substituted 
therefor. 

These  amendments  shall  become  ef¬ 
fective  0001  e.s.t..  May  28,  1964. 

(Sec.  307(a),  72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C.  1348) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  March 
5,  1964. 

Lee  E.  Warren, 

Director, 

Air  Traffic  Service. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-2433;  Filed,  Mar.  12,  1964; 
8:45  an.] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  64-PC-2 ] 

PART  73— SPECIAL  USE  AIRSPACE 
.  [NEW] 

Alteration  of  Restricted  Area 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to 
S  73.72  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  is  to  change  the  using  agency  of  the 
Nafatan  Rock,  Guam,  Restricted  Area 
R-7201  from  “Commanding  Officer,  NAS 
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Agana,  Guam"  to  “Commander,  Naval 
Forces,  Marianas.” 

The  Department  of  the  Navy  has  ad¬ 
vised  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  that 
the  using  agency  of  R-7201  has  been 
changed  as  stated  above.  Accordingly, 
action  is  taken  herein  to  reflect  this 
change. 

Since  this  amendment  will  impose  no 
burden  on  the  public,  notice  and  public 
procedure  hereon  are  unnecessary  and  it 
may  be  made  effective  immediately. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
following  action  is  taken: 

In  the  text  of  S  73.72  Guam  (29  F.R. 
1285) ,  R-7201  Nafatan  Rock,  Guam, 
"Using  agency.  Commanding  Officer, 
NAS  Agana,  Guam.”  is  deleted  and 
“Using  Agency.  Commander,  Naval 
Forces,  Marianas.”  is  substituted  there¬ 
for. 

This  amendment  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  upon  the  date  of  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

(Sec.  807(a),  72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C.  1348) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on 
March  5, 1904. 

Lee  E.  Warren, 
Director, 

Air  Traffic  Service. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-2434;  Filed,  Mar.  12,  1964; 

8:45  aa.] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  63-EA-58] 

PART  73— SPECIAL  USE  AIRSPACE 
[NEW! 

Alteration  of  Restricted  Area/Military 
Climb  Corridor 

Correction 

In  FH.  Doc.  64-2118,  appearing  at 
page  3002  of  the  issue  for  Thursday, 
March  5,  1964,  the  following  correction 
is  made  in  R-5003,  under  $  73.50 :  In  the 
paragraph  for  designated  altitudes,  that 
matter  which  appears  after  the  penul¬ 
timate  period  should  read  as  follows: 
“20,000  feet  MSL  to  23,000  feet  MSL 
from  25  nmi  to  30  nmi  SW  of  point  of 
beginning.” 


Chapter  III — Federal  Aviation  Agency 
SUBCHAPTER  c— aircraft  regulations 

[Reg.  Doc.  4039;  Amdt.  704] 

PART  507— AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

Vickers  Viscount  Model  745D  Aircraft 

Amendment  116,  25  F.R.  2418,  AD  60- 
7-7,  requires  that  certain  Vickers  Vis¬ 
count  Model  745D  aircraft  built  to  Modi¬ 
fication  D.953  standard  have  oversized 
skin  to  spar  attachment  bolts  installed 
in  the  inner  and  outer  top  booms  in 
accordance  with  Vickers  Modification 
Bulletin  No.  D.2081.  The  manufacturer 
has  now  issued  Preliminary  Technical 
Leaflet  No.  197,  which  incorporates  the 
inspections  formerly  set  forth  only  in 
Modification  Bulletin  No.  D.2081. 
Therefore,  Amendment  116  is  amended 
to  reference  PTL 197. 


Since  tills  amendment  is  clarifying  in 
nature  and  Imposes  no  additional  burden 
on  any  person,  notice  and  public  pro¬ 
cedure  hereon  are  unnecessary  and  the 
amedmerfl  may  be  made  effective  upon 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (25  F.R.  6489) , 
§  507.10(a)  of  Part  507  (14  CFR  Part 
507) ,  is  amended  as  follows : 

Amendment  116,  25  F.R.  2418,  AD  60- 
7-7,  Vickers  Viscount  Model  745D  air¬ 
craft,  is  amended  by: 

1.  Deleting  in  the  first  paragraph  the 
words  “modification  leaflet”  and  insert¬ 
ing  in  lieu  thereof  the  words  “Prelimi¬ 
nary  Technical  Leaflet  197.” 

2.  Changing  the  parenthetical  refer¬ 
ence  statement  to  read: 

(Modification  Bulletin  D.2081  and  Pre¬ 
liminary  Technical  Leaflet  No.  197  Issue  5 
(700  Series)  cover  this  subject.) 

This  amendment  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  March  13,  1964. 

(Secs.  813(a),  601,  603;  72  Stat.  752,  775, 
776;  49  UB.C.  1354(a),  1421,  1423) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  March 
6, 1964. 

W.  Lloyd  Lane, 
Acting  Director, 
Flight  Standards  Service. 

(Fit.  Doc.  64-2436;  Filed,  Mar.  12,  1964; 

8:45  am.] 


Title  16-COMMERCIAL 
PRACTICES 

Chapter  I — Federal  Trade  Commission 

[Docket  Noe.  7420, 7421,  7631-7639] 

PART  13— PROHIBITED  TRADE 
PRACTICES 

Bigelow-Sanford  Carpet  Co.,  Inc., 
et  al. 

Subpart — Discriminating  in  price  un¬ 
der  section  2,  Clayton  Act — Price  Dis¬ 
crimination  Under  2(a) :  S  13.725  Cumu¬ 
lative  quantity  discounts  and  schedules ; 
§  13.755  Pooling  orders  of  chain  stores 
and  buying  groups. 

(Sec.  6,  88  Stat.  721;  15  UB.C.  46.  Interpret 
or  apply  sec.  2,  49  Stat.  1526;  15  UB.C. 
13)  [Cease  and  desist  orders,  Bigelow- 
Sanford  Carpet  Company,  Inc.,  New  York, 
N.Y.,  Docket  7420,  Feb.  10,  1964;  Mo- 
hasco  Industries,  Inc.,  Amsterdam,  N.Y., 
Docket  7421,  Feb.  10,  1964;  Magee  Carpet 
Company,  Bloomsburg,  Pa.,  Docket  7631,  Feb. 
10,  1964;  C.  H.  Masland  Ac  Sons,  Carlisle,  Pa., 
Docket  7682,  Feb.  10,  1064;  Beattie  Manu¬ 
facturing  Company,  Little  Falls.  N.J.,  Docket 
7683,  Feb.  10,  1964;  Callaway  Mills  Company, 
et  al„  La  Orange,  Ga.,  Docket  7684,  Feb.  10, 
1964;  Philadelphia  Carpet  Company,  et  al., 
Philadelphia,  Pa.,  Docket  7685,  Feb.  10, 1964; 
A.  &  M.  Karagheuslan,  Inc.,  New  York,  N.Y., 
Docket  7636,  Feb.  10,  1964;  Roxbury  Carpet 
Company,  et  al.,  Saxonvllle,  Mass.,  Docket 
7637,  Feb.  10,  1964;  Firth  Carpet  Company, 
New  York,  N.Y.,  Docket  7638,  Feb.  10,  1964; 
Cabin  Crafts,  Incorporated,  Dalton,  Ga., 
Docket  7639,  Feb.  10, 1964] 


x  the  Matters  of:  Bigelow-Sanford  Car- 
pet  Company,  Inc.,  a  Corporation, 
Mohasco  Industries,  Inc.,  a  Corpora¬ 
tion,  The  Magee  Carpet  Company,  a 
Corporation,  C.  H.  Masland  &  Sons,  a 
Corporation,  The  Beattie  Manufactur¬ 
ing  Company,  a  Corporation,  Calla¬ 
way  Mills  Company,  a  Corporation, 
and  Callaway  Mills,  Inc.,  a  Corpora¬ 
tion,  Philadelphia  Carpet  Company, 
a  Corporation,  and  Doerr  Carpets,  Inc., 
a  Corporation,  A.  &  M.  Karagheusian, 
Inc.,  a  Corporation,  Roxbury  Carpet 
Company,  a  Corporation,  Roxbury 
Southern  Mills,  Inc.,  a  Corporation, 
and  M.  J.  Whitall  Associates,  Inc.,  a 
Corporation,  The  Firth  Carpet  Com¬ 
pany,  a  Corporation,  Cabin  Crafts,  In¬ 
corporated,  a  Corporation 

Eight  consent  orders  and  three  orders 
in  litigated  cases,  approximately  identi¬ 
cal,  requiring  manufacturers  of  rugs  and 
carpets  in  eastern  states  to  cease  dis¬ 
criminating  in  price  in  violation  of  sec¬ 
tion  2(a)  of  the  Clayton  Act  by  means 
of  cumulative  annual  volume  schedules 
with  volume  discounts  ranging  from  one 
to  five  percent  based  on  total  net  pur¬ 
chases,  under  which  chains  of  stores 
were  granted  discounts  based  on  the 
total  purchases  of  all  stores  in  a  chain 
with  the  result  that  non-chain  retail 
stores  paid  higher  prices  on  the  same  or 
greater  volume  than  were  paid  by  in¬ 
dividual  stores  of  chains  in  the  same 
market  area. 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist,  includ¬ 
ing  further  order  requiring  report  of 
compliance  therewith  in  the  previously 
mentioned  cases,  is  as  follows: 

It  ts  ordered,  That  respondent  Bige¬ 
low-Sanford  Carpet  Company,  Inc.,  a 
corporation,  its  officers,  agents,  repre¬ 
sentatives  and  employees,  directly  or 
through  any  corporate  or  other  device, 
in  connection  with  the  sale  of  rugs  and 
carpets  in  commerce,  as  “commerce” 
is  defined  in  the  Clayton  Act,  do  forth¬ 
with  cease  and  desist  from:  Discrimi¬ 
nating,  directly  or  indirectly,  by  cumula¬ 
tive  volume  discount  or  otherwise,  in 
the  price  of  rugs  and  carpets  of  like 
grade  and  quality,  by  selling  to  any  pur¬ 
chaser  at  net  prices  lower  than  the  net 
price  charged  any  other  purchaser  com¬ 
peting  in  fact  with  such  favored  pur¬ 
chaser  in  the  resale  and  distribution  of 
such  rugs  and  carpets. 

For  the  purpose  of  determining  “net 
price”  under  the  terms  of  this  order, 
there  shall  be  taken  into  account  dis¬ 
counts,  rebates,  allowances,  deductions 
or  other  terms  and  conditions  of  sale  by 
which  net  prices  are  effected. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  respond¬ 
ent  herein  shall,  within  Sixty  (60)  days 
after  service  upon  it  of  this  order,  file 
with  the  Commission  a  report,  in  writing, 
setting  forth  in  detail  the  manner  and 
form  in  which  it  has  complied  with  the 
order  to  cease  and  desist.  v 

Issued:  February  10, 1964. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Joseph  W.  Shea, 

Secretary. 

[FR.  Doc.  64-2440;  Filed,  Mar.  12,  1964; 

\  8:46a.m.] 
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Title  17— COMMODITY  AND 
SECURITIES  EXCHANGES 

Chapter  II — Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission 

[Release  34-7246] 

PART  240— GENERAL  RULES  AND 
REGULATIONS,  SECURITIES  EX¬ 
CHANGE  ACT  OF  1934 

PART  249— FORMS,  SECURITIES 
EXCHANGE  ACT  OF  1934 

Filing  of  Quarterly  Reports  by  Certain 
Real  Estate  Companies 

On  May  16, 1963,  the  Commission  pub¬ 
lished  in  Securities  Exchange  Act  Re¬ 
lease  No.  7077  (Securities  Act  Release 
No.  4609)  and  in  the  Federal  Register 
of  May  24,  1963,  28  F.R.  5217  certain 
proposed  amendments  to  §§  240.13a-15, 
240.15d-15,  and  249.307  (Rules  13a-15 
and  15d-15  and  Form  7-K  under  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934) .  These 
rules  require  certain  real  estate  com¬ 
panies  to  file  with  the  Commission  pur¬ 
suant  to  sections  13  and  15(d)  of  the  Act 
quarterly  reports  with  respect  to  distri¬ 
butions  to  shareholders.  Form  7-K 
(§  249.307)  is  the  form  prescribed  for 
such  reports.  The  Commission  has  con¬ 
sidered  the  comments  and  suggestions 
received  and  has  adopted  the  revised 
rules  and  form  as  proposed,  subject  to 
the  changes  set  forth  below : 

I.  In  the  last  sentence  of  paragraph 
(a)  in  both  S8  240.13a-15  and  240.15d-15, 
and  in  clause  (i)  of  paragraph  (a)  of 
§  249.307,  the  words  “40  days”  are 
changed  to  “60  days”,  and  the  following 
words  are  added  to  the  end  of  the  sen¬ 
tence:  “except  that  the  report  for  the 
last  quarter  of  the  fiscal  year  shall  be 
filed  not  more  than  120  days  after  the 
close  of  the  fiscal  year.” 

n.  Paragraph  (b)  qf  §  249.307,  as  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  amended,  is  changed  to  read 
as  set  forth  below. 

The  amended  rules  and  form,  which 
were  adopted  pursuant  to  the  Securities 
Exchange  Act  of  1934,  particularly  Sec¬ 
tions  13  and  15(d)  thereof,  shall  apply 
to  any  report  on  Form  7-K  filed  on  or 
after  April  1,  1964,  provided  that  any  is¬ 
suer  may  at  its  option  avail  itself  of  the 
provisions  of  the  amended  rules  and  form 
prior  to  such  date. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal!  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

February  28, 1964. 

§  240.13a— 15  Quarterly  reports  of  cer¬ 
tain  real  estate  companies. 

(a)  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph 
(b)  of  this  section  every  issuer  of  a  se¬ 
curity  registered  on  a  national  securities 
exchange  (1)  which  is  a  real  estate  in¬ 
vestment  trust,  as  defined  in  Section  856 
of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code,  or  (2) 
a  substantial  portion  of  whose  business  is 
that  of  acquiring  and  holding  for  in¬ 
vestment  real  estate  or  interests  in  real 
estate  or  interests  in  other  issuers  a  sub¬ 
stantial  portion  of  whose  business  is  that 
of  acquiring  and  holding  real  estate  or 


interests  hi  real  estate  for  investment, 
shall  file  a  report  on  Form  7-K  for  each 
fiscal  quarter  ending  on  or  after  June  1, 
1962,  or  the  date  on  which  a  class  of 
securities  of  the  issuer  first  becomes 
effectively  registered  on  a  national  se¬ 
curities  exchange,  whichever  date  is 
later.  Such  reports  shall  be  filed  not 
more  than  60  days  after  the  end  of  the 
fiscal  quarter  for  which  they  are  filed  ex¬ 
cept  that  the  report  for  the  last  quarter 
of  the  fiscal  year  shall  be  filed  not  more 
than  120  days  after  the  close  of  the  fiscal 
year. 

(b)  Notwithstanding  paragraph  (a) 
of  this  section,  no  report  need  be  filed 
pursuant  to  this  rule  with  respect  to — 

(1)  Any  investment  company  regis¬ 
tered  under  the  Investment  Company 
Act  of  1940; 

(2)  Any  partnership  all  of  whose 
properties  are  under  long  term  net  lease 
to  other  persons ;  or 

(3)  Any  issuer  which  during  the  fiscal 
quarter  covered  by  the  report  has  not 
made  any  cash  distribution  to  share¬ 
holders  from  any  source  other  than  cur¬ 
rent  or  retained  earnings,  unless  such 
issuer  is  a  real  estate  investment  trust  or 
as  a  matter  of  policy  or  practice  makes 
cash  distributions  to  shareholders  from 
any  source  other  than  current  or  re¬ 
tained  earnings. 

(c)  Notwithstanding  5  240.13a-13,  any 
issuer  which  files  quarterly  reports  pur¬ 
suant  to  this  rule  for  the  first  two  fiscal 
quarters  of  any  fiscal  year  need  not  file 
a  semi-annual  report  on  Form  9-K  for 
the  period  covered  by  such  quarterly  re¬ 
ports. 

§  240. 15d— 15  Quarterly  reports  of  cer¬ 
tain  real  estate  companies. 

(a)  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph 

(b)  of  this  section,  every  issuer  which, 
by  reason  of  an  undertaking  contained 
in  a  registration  statement  under  the 
Securities  Act  of  1933,  is  required  to  file 
periodic  information,  documents  and  re¬ 
ports  pursuant  to  section  15(d)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934,  and  (1) 
which  is  a  real  estate  investment  trust, 
as  defined  in  Section  856  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code,  or  (2)  a  substantial  por¬ 
tion  of  whose  business  is  that  of  acquir¬ 
ing  and  holding  for  investment  real 
estate  or  interests  in  real  estate  or  inter¬ 
ests  in  other  issuers  a  substantial  por¬ 
tion  of  whose  business  is  that  of 
acquiring  and  holding  real  estate  or  in¬ 
terests  in  real  estate  for  investment,  shall 
file  a  report  on  Form  7-K  for  each  fiscal 
quarter  ending  on  or  after  June  1,  1962, 
or  the  date  on  which  such  registration 
statement  becomes  effective,  whichever 
date  is  later.  Such  reports  shall  be  filed 
not  more  than  60  days  after  the  end  of 
the  fiscal  quarter  for  which  they  are  filed 
except  that  the  report  for  the  last 
quarter  of  the  fiscal  year  shall  be  filed  not 
more  than  120  days  after  the  close  of  the 
fiscal  year. 

(b)  Notwithstanding  paragraph  (a) 
of  this  section,  no  report  need  be  filed 
pursuant  to  this  rule  with  respect  to — 

(1)  Any  investment  company  regis¬ 
tered  under  the  Investment  Company 
Act  of  1940; 

(2)  Any  partnership  all  of  whose  prop¬ 
erties  are  under  long  term  net  lease  to 
other  persons;  or 


•  (3)  Any  issuer  which  during  the  fiscal 
quarter  covered  by  the  report  has  not 
made  any  cash  distribution  to  share¬ 
holders  from  any  source  other  than  cur¬ 
rent  or  retained  earnings,  unless  such 
issuer  is  a  real  estate  investment  trust 
or  as  a  matter  of  policy  or  practice  makes 
cash  distributions  to  shareholders  from 
any  source  other  than  current  or  re¬ 
tained  earnings.  ^ 

(c)  Notwithstanding  §  240.15d-13,  any 
issuer  which  files  quarterly  reports  pur¬ 
suant  to  this  rule  for  the  first  two  fiscal 
quarters  of  any  fiscal  year  need  not  file 
a  semi-annual  report  on  Form  9-K  for 
the  period  covered  by  such  quarterly 
reports. 

§  249.307  Form  7— K  for  quarterly  re¬ 
ports  of  certain  real  estate  com¬ 
panies. 

(a)  General  instructions — '(1)  Rule  as 
to  use  of  Form  7-K.  (i)  Form  7-K  is  to 
be  used  for  the  quarterly  reports  re¬ 
quired  by  Rules  13a-15  and  15d-15  of 
the  General  Rules  and  Regulations  under  -*■ 
the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934 
<§§  240.13a-15  and  240.15d-15).  Re¬ 
ports  are  to  be  prepared  and  filed  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  Rules  12b-ll  and  12b-12 
(§§  240.12b-ll  and  240.12b-12),  within 
60  days  after  the  end  of  the  period  cov¬ 
ered  thereby,  except  that  the  report  for 
the  last  quarter  of  the  fiscal  year  shall  be 
filed  not  more  than  120  days  after  the  - 
close  of  the  fiscal  year. 

(ii)  This  is  not  a  blank  form  to  be 
filled  in.  It  is  a  guide  copy  to  be  used 
in  preparing  the  report  in  accordance 
with  Rules  12b-ll  and  12b-12 
(§§  240.12b-ll  and  240.12b-12).  The 
Commission  does  not  furnish  blank  cop¬ 
ies  of  this  form  to  be  filled  in  for  filing. 

(iii)  These  general  instructions  are 
not  to  be  filed  with  the  report.  The  in¬ 
structions  to  the  various  captions  of  the 
form  are  also  to  be  omitted  from  the 
report  as  filed. 

(2)  Persons  for  whom  the  information 
is  to  be  given,  (i)  The  required  infor¬ 
mation  is  to  be  given  as  to  the  registrant 
or,  if  the  registrant  files  consolidate^ 
financial  statements  with  its  annual  re¬ 
ports,  it  shall  be  given  for  the  registrant 
and  its  consolidated  subsidiaries.  If  the 
information  is  given  for  the  registrant 
and  its  consolidated  subsidiaries,  it  need 
not  be  given  separately  for  the  regis- 

.  trant. 

(ii)  The  required  information  shall 
also  be  given  separately  as  to  each  un¬ 
consolidated  subsidiary  or  group  of  such 
subsidiaries  for  which  separate  individ¬ 
ual  or  group  statements  are  required  to 
be  filed  with  the  registrant’s  annual  re¬ 
ports.  It  need  not  be  furnished,  how¬ 
ever,  for  any  such  unconsolidated  sub¬ 
sidiary  which  would  not  be  required  to 
file  semi-annual  reports  if  it  were  a 
registrant. 

(3)  Presentation  of  information.  The 
information  is  not  required  to  be  certi¬ 
fied  and  may  carry  a  notation  to  that 
effect  and  any  other  qualification  con¬ 
sidered  necessary  or  appropriate.  Ex¬ 
cept  where  amounts  are  required  to  be 
stated  on  a  per  share  basis,  amounts  may 
be  stated  in  thousands  of  dollars  (000 
omitted) ,  provided  it  is  stated  that  such 
has  been  done. 
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(4)  Incorporation  by  reference  to  pub¬ 
lished  statement*.  If  the  registrant 
makes  available  to  its  stockholders  or 
otherwise  publishes,  within  the  period 
prescribed  for  filing  the  report,  a  quar¬ 
terly  financial  statement  containing  the 
information  required  by  this  form,  the 
information  called  for  may  be  incorpo¬ 
rated  by  reference  to  such  published 
statement  provided  copies  thereof  are 
filed  as  an  exhibit  to  the  report  on  this 
form. 

(5)  Delay  in  filing  information.  If  a 
delay  is  filing  the  report  or  in  furnishing 
any  of  the  required  information  becomes 
necessary,  a  request  for  an  extension  of 
time  shall  be  made  pursuant  to 
S  240.12b-25. 

(b)  Cover  sheet  of  report. 

Smcuritieb  and  Exchange  Commission 
Washington  25,  D.O. 

Form  7-K 

QUARTERLY  REPORT 

Pursuant  to  Section  IS  or  15(d)  for  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  for  the 
fiscal  quarter  ended - 


(Exact  name  of  registrant  as  specified  in 
charter) 


(Address  of  registrant's  principal  executive 
offices) 

(c)  Information  required  in  report. 

(I)  Profit  and  loss  statement  prepared  on  an 
accrual  basis 

(1)  Income - 4 - 

Instruction:  State  separately 
any  item  of  a  material  amount. 

(2)  Deductions _  _ 

Instruction:  State  separately 
any  item  of  a  material  amount. 

(8)  Extraordinary  items _  _ _ 

Instruction:  State  separately 
interest  in  Income  or  loss  and 
any  material  amounts  of  other 
Income  or  deductions  of  an  un¬ 
usual  or  non-recurring  nature 
included  in  the  determination 
of  net  income  or  loss  during 
the  period  covered  by  the  re¬ 
port.  Profits  or  losses  from 
syndications  shall  be  Included 
herein. 

(4)  Net  Income  (loss) -  - - - 

Instruction:  Indicate  clearly 
whether  the  amount  stated 
represents  Income  or  loss. 

(5)  Special  Items _  _ _ _ 

Instruction:  State  separately 
and  describe  each  material 
item  not  included  in  Caption 
(4).  Profits  or  losses  from 
sales  of  properties  shall  be  In¬ 
cluded  herein. 

(8)  Net  lnoome  (loss)  and  special 

Items  _  ...... 

(II)  Funds  generated  and  funds  disbursed 

Instruction:  In  Captions  (7)  to  (21)  in¬ 
clusive,  where  applicable,  the  minority  Inter¬ 
ests  shall  be  segregated  from  the  consolidated 
results  shown  and  stated  In  a  separate  col¬ 
umn.  If  material.  If  not  material,  the 
amount  of  minority  interests  reported  in 
Caption  (3)  shall  be  added  back  or  deducted, 
as  appropriate,  under  Caption  10  and  dis¬ 
tributions  made  to  minority  interests  shall 
be  deducted  separately  under  Caption  (12). 

(7)  Net  Income  (loss)  as  reported 

In  Caption  (4) - 9...... 

Instruction:  Changes  In 
funds  resulting  from  transac¬ 
tions  reported  In  Caption  (5) 


are  not  to  be  reported  hare  but 
shall  be  reported  under  Cap¬ 
tion  (14). 

(8)  Cash  distributions  to  share¬ 
holders  _ _ _ _  _ . 

Instruction:  Include  a  tabu¬ 
lation  of  the  amounts  per 
share  and  the  number  of  shares 
outstanding  at  each  distribu¬ 
tion  date.  A  note  to  this  item 
shall  indicate  the  amount*  rep¬ 
resenting  accumulated  Income 
and  the  amounts  representing 
a  return  of  capital  and  shall  be 
computed  on  the  accounting 
basis  rather  than  the  Income 
tax  basis. 

(9)  Excess  (deficiency) _  _ _ 

(10)  Add:  A.  Depreciation  or  am¬ 

ortization  of  property.  B. 

Charges  (credits)  for  de¬ 
ferred  Income  taxes.  C. 
Amortization  of  debt  dis¬ 
count  and  expense.  D. 

Other.  (Describe).  _ 

Instruction:  A.  The  amount 
reflected  hereunder  for  depre¬ 
ciation  or  amortization  of  prop¬ 
erty  shall  be  the  amount  de¬ 
ducted  In  Caption  (2)  and  shall 
be  stated  separately  by  major 
classes  such  as  depreciation  on 
on  fixed  property,  depreciation 
on  personal  property  and  am¬ 
ortization  of  leases. 

B.  Amortization  of  deferred 
charges  other  than  debt  dis¬ 
count  and  expense  shall  be  pro¬ 
vided  for  under  Caption  (16). 

(11)  Total _  _ 

(12)  Deduct:  A.  Principal  payments 

on  mortgages  and  installment 
notes.  B.  Replacements  of 
personal  and  other  property 
*  and  payments  Into  funds  for 

such  replacements.  _ 

Instruction:  Other  payment* 
and  amounts  specifically  called 
for  under  Captions  (16)  and 
(18)  shall  be  excluded  here. 

(13)  Excess  (deficiency)  of  funds 

generated  over  distributions 
before  special  Items _  _ 

(14)  Special  Items — funds  generated  ... _ _ 

Instruction:  State  sepa¬ 
rately  any  material  Item.  The  • 
computation  of  funds  gen¬ 
erated  from  property  sales  shall 
be  reflected  hereunder  In  tabu¬ 
lar  form  Indented  under  this 
caption  beginning  with  the 
profits  or  losses  reported  under 
Caption  (5)  with  respect  there¬ 
to,  deducting  therefrom  the 
amount  of  accumulated  de¬ 
preciation  applicable  to  the 
property  sold  and  adding  back 
the  recovery  of  principal  pay¬ 
ments  on  mortgages  previously 
deducted  under  Caption  (12) 
with  respect  to  the  property 
sold.  Any  other  adjustments 
made  in  arriving  at  funds  gen¬ 
erated  from  property  sales  shall 
also  be  separately  stated. 

Where  a  purchase  money  mort¬ 
gage  Is  received  as  part  of  the 
consideration  In  the  sale  of 
property,  the  portion  of  the 
profit  as  computed  above  repre¬ 
sented  by  the  purchase  money 
mortgage  shall  be  recognized 
hereunder  as  funds  generated 
only  as  cash  collections  are  re¬ 
reived.  If  the  profit  as  com¬ 
puted  above  Is  less  than  the 
purchase  money  mortgage,  no 
amount  shall  be  reflected  here¬ 
under  until  cash  collections  re¬ 


duce  the  purchase  money  mort¬ 
gage  to  the  amount  of  the 
profit.  Thereafter,  funds  gen¬ 
erated  shall  be  reflected  here- 

.  under  as  cash  collections  are 
received.  Any  balance  of  cash 
proceeds  from  sales  of  proper¬ 
ties  shall  be  shown  under  Cap¬ 
tion  (16). 

(15)  Excess  (deficiency)  of  funds 

generated  over  distributions 
after  special  Items _  _ 

(16)  Other  sources  of  funds _  _ _ 

Instruction:  State  separate¬ 
ly  any  Item  of  a  material 
amount.  Net  proceeds  of  re¬ 
financing  of  mortgages  shall  be 
Included  here.  The  change  In 
net  current  assets  (other  than 
cash)  and  other  miscellaneous 
Items  shall  be  reflected  here  or 
under  Caption  (18),  as  ap¬ 
propriate. 

(17)  Total _ _ 

(18)  Other  disposition  of  funds _ _ _ 

Instruction:  State  separately 
any  item  of  a  material  amount. 
"Balloon”  payments  on  mort¬ 
gages  not  refinanced  shall  be 
reflected  here. 

(19)  Net  Increase  (decrease)  in  cash 

during  quarter _  _ _ 

(20)  Cash  balance  at  beginning  of 

quarterly  period  covered  by 

this  report _  _ _ 

(21)  Cash  balance  at  close  of  quar¬ 

terly  period  covered  by  this 
report  ^ - - -  - 

(HE)  Cumulative  amounts  of  excess  ( defi¬ 
ciency )  of  funds  generated  over  distribu¬ 
tions  after  special  items  (exclusive  of 
minority  interests) 

(22)  Cumulative  excess  (deficiency) 

of  funds  generated  over  dis¬ 
tributions  after  special  items 
at  the  beginning  of  the  fiscal 

year - 8 . 

Instruction:  The  amount  re¬ 
flected  hereunder  shall  be  com¬ 
puted  from  the  beginning  of 
the  first  fiscal  year  ending  on 
or  after  January  1,  1959,  or  the 
date  of  organization  of  the 
registrant,  whichever  Is  later. 

The  cumulative  amount 
hereunder  and  the  amount  re¬ 
flected  under  Caption  (23) 
shall  be  computed  In  the  same 
manner  as  Is  the  quarterly 
amount  shown  in  Caption  (15) 
above. 

(23)  Net  Increase  (decrease)  in  ex¬ 

cess  (deficiency)  of  funds 
generated  over  distribution 
after  special  Items  from  be¬ 
ginning  of  the  fiscal  year  to 
end  of  period  covered  by  this 
report _  _ 

(24)  Cumulative  excess  (deficiency) 

of  funds  generated  over  dis¬ 
tribution  after  special  Items 
at  end  of  fiscal  period  to 
date  _  - . 

(25)  Per  share  amounts  declared  at 

the  date  of  this  report  for 
distribution  In  the  forthcom¬ 
ing  period  (s ) .  List  separate¬ 
ly  the  declaration  by  pay¬ 
ment  period : 

Remarks: _ 


Instruction:  Under  Remarks,  to  the  extent 
necessary,  reflect  Inf  carnation  or  explanation 
of  material  significance  to  Investors  In  ap¬ 
praising  the  results  shown. 

Instruction  as  to  business  acquired:  If  » 
business  has  been  acquired  for  cash  or  debt 
during  the  quarter,  the  net  current  assets 
acquired  at  date  of  acquisition  shall  be  stated 
separately  under  Caption  (16).  Cash  and 
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current  obligations  used  for  the  purchase  AEC  policy  to  use  Government  sources 
shall  be  shown  separately  under  Caption  0f  supply  to  the  fullest  extent  practi- 
(18).  The  operations  of  a  purchased  busl-  cable 
ness  from  date  of  acquisition  shall  be  re¬ 
flected  In  other  captions  of  the  form.  §  9—5.950  Cost-type  contractor  proeure- 

For  a  business  acquired  In  an  exchange  ment  from  Government  sources  of 

of  shares  during  the  quarter,  complete  Bepa-  supply, 

rate  statements  may  be  presented  In  an  addl-  7  * 

tional  column  on  this  form,  or  the  opera-  AEC  cost-type  contractors,  when  prop- 
tions  of  the  acquired  business  may  be  In-  erly  authorized  by  Managers  of  Field 
eluded  with  those  of  the  registrant  in  the  Offices,  may  act  as  agents  for  AEC  for 
proper  captions  for  the  entire  quarter  or  purpose  of  issing  purchase  orders 

from  date  of  acquisition  as  appropriate.  The  aeains+  Federal  SuddIy  Service  Stores 
beginning  balance  of  cash  (Caption  (20))  re<:erai  &uppiy  ®ervice  oiores 

shun  reflect  separately  the  amounts  contrib-  Depots  and  Government  supply  con- 
uted  by  tbe  acquired  business.  The  opera-  tracts,  provided  the  materials,  supplies, 
dons  of  the  acquired  business  shall  be  re-  equipment  and  non-personal  services  are 
fleeted  In  Captions  (23)  and  (24)  only  for  used  exclusively  on  Government  work, 
the  period  Included  In  the  operations  of  the  The  procedure  is  set  forth  in  FPR  1-5.9 
registrant  during  the  quarter.  for  purchases  from  GSA  stores  depots 

- 1  Registrant  i - -  and  Federal  Supply  Schedule  contracts 

By  _ B  ’  _  and  the  Department  of  Justice  for  pur- 

(Signature)"*  chases  from  Federal  Prison  Industries, 

Date _  Inc.  Other  Government  sources  of  sup- 

•Print  name  and  title  of  signing  offleer  P£  ayaUf“e  to  AEC  may  be  made  avail- 
under  his  Signature.  able  to  AEC  cost-type  contractors  with 

the  consent  of  such  source  when  specif! - 

*222.*  cany  named  in  the  letter  of  authori- 

901  as  amended,  15  U.S.C.  78m,  78o,  78 w)  zation 

[FR.  Doc.  64-2441;  Filed.  Mar.  12,  1964; 

8:46  am.]  §  9—5.5101  Government  sources. 

§  9—5.5101—1  Direct  AEC  procurement. 

rjiu  it _ DIIDI  IP  PflMTDAPTQ  With  respect  to  direct  AEC  procure- 

11116  *r I  lUDLIb  bUlllllflUIO  ment,  Government  sources  of  supply 

shall  be  utilized  to  the  fullest  extent 
Chapter  9 — Atomic  Energy  practicable  in  accordance  with  appli- 

Commission  cable  laws  and  regulations. 

fART  9-5— SPECIAL  AND  DIRECTED  §  9—5.5101—2  Cost-type  contractor  pro- 
SOURCES  OF  SUPPLY  curement. 


(Signature) 1 


•Print  name  and  title  of  signing  offleer 
under  his  signature. 

(Secs.  13,  15(d),  and  23(a).  48  Stat.  894,  895, 
901  as  amended,  15  U.S.C.  78m,  78o,  78 w) 

[FR.  Doc.  64-2441;  Filed,  Mar.  12,  1964; 
8:46  am.] 


Title  41— PUBLIC  CONTRACTS 

Chapter  9 — Atomic  Energy 
Commission 


elude  the  following  statement  on  the  req¬ 
uisition  in  lieu  of  the  statement  set  forth 
In  FPR  1-5.  “The  consignee  of  the  sup¬ 
plies  and  materials  requisitioned  herein 
is  acting  in  behalf  of  and  as  agent  for 
the  U.S.  Atomic  Energy  Commission  with 
respect  to  the  expenditure  of  Government 
funds.” 

§  9—5.5103  Economy  Act. 

Procurement  by  AEC  under  the  Econ¬ 
omy  Act  of  June  30,  1932,  as  amended 
(31  U.S.C.  684),  from  Federal  agencies 
shall  conform  to  the  requirements  of  the 
Act  and  applicable  regulations  of  the 
General  Accounting  Office.  In  the  event 
a  working  fund  or  advance  is  made,  such 
transaction  shall  be  supported  in  advance 
by  a  memorandum  of  understanding  be¬ 
tween  the  agencies  involved. 

Effective  date.  These  regulations  are 
effective  45  days  after  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register,  but  may  be  ob¬ 
served  earlier. 

Dated  at  Germantown,  Md.,  this  5th 
day  of  March  1964. 

For  the  U.S.  Atomic  Energy  Commis¬ 
sion. 

John  V.  Vinciguerra, 

Director, 

Division  of  Contracts. 

{F.R.  Doc.  64-2457;  Filed.  Mar.  12,  1964; 

8:48  a.m.] 


Subpart  9-5.51 — Use  of  Government 
Sources  of  Supply 

The  following  subpart  is  added: 


Scope  of  subpart. 

Policy. 

Cost-type  contractor  procure¬ 
ment  from  Government 
sources  of  supply. 

Government  sources. 

Direct  AEC  procurement. 

Cost-type  contractor  procure¬ 
ment. 

Exclusive  use  on  Government 
work. 

Department  of  Defense. 

Source. 

Requisitions. 

Economy  Act. 


9-5.5101 

9-5.5101-1 

9-5.5101-2 

9-5.5101-3 

9-5.5102 

9-5.5102-1 

9-5.5102-2 

9-5.5103 


Authority:  The  provisions  of  this  subpart 
9-5.51  issued  under  sec.  161;  68  Stat.  948; 
42  US.C.  2201;  sec.  205,  63  Stat.  390;  40  U.S.C. 
486. 

§  9-5.300  Scope  of  subpart. 

This  subpart  sets  forth  procedures  to 
be  followed  in  making  purchases  from 
Government  sources.  (For  the  purchase 
of  specific  items,  see  AECPR  9-5.52,  Pro¬ 
curement  of  Special  Items.) 

§  9-5.302  Policy. 

To  the  fullest  extent  practicable,  AEC 
and  other  Federal  agency  excess  per¬ 
sonal  property  shall  be  used  as  the  first 
sources  of  supply  in  fulfilling  AEC  and 
cost-type  contractor  requirements,  in¬ 
cluding  those  for  construction.  (For 
detailed  AEC  instructions,  see  AEC  Chap¬ 
ter  5170  and  its  appendix  handbook, 
Utilization  of  Excess  and  Disposal  of 
Surplus  Personal  Property.)  ItiTalso 

No.  51 - 5 


curement. 

Requirements  shall  be  met  from  Gov¬ 
ernment  sources  if  made  available  and 
if  procurement  from  such  sources  is 
economically  advantageous  to  the  Gov¬ 
ernment.  Direct  procurement  by  the 
AEC,  rather  than  by  a  cost- type  con¬ 
tractor,  shall  be  required  where  deemed 
necessary  by  the  AEC  or  its  authorized 
representative  in  order  to  carry  out  spe¬ 
cial  requirements  of  appropriation  acts 
or  other  applicable  laws  relating  to  par¬ 
ticular  items. 

§  9—5.5101—3  Exclusive  use  on  Govern¬ 
ment  work. 

Materials,  supplies  and  equipment  pro¬ 
cured  from  Government  sources  of  sup¬ 
ply  under  the  procedures  described  here¬ 
in  must  be  used  exclusively  in  connection 
with  Government  work.  Care  shall  be 
exercised  to  see  that  cost-type  contrac¬ 
tors  thoroughly  understand  this  policy. 

§  9—5.5102  Department  of  Defense. 

§  9—5.5102—1  Source. 

Many  supply  facilities  and  contracts 
of  the  Department  of  Defense  are  made 
available  to  AEC  and  its  cost-type  con¬ 
tractors.  Field  Offices  will  be  notified  by 
the  Division  of  Contracts  when  such 
contracts  and  facilities  are  made  avail¬ 
able.  Inquiries  in  connection  with  these 
sources  may  be  directed  to  the  Director, 
Division  of  Contracts,  Headquarters. 
Requisitions  or  purchase  orders  shall  be 
submitted  directly  to  these  sources,  un¬ 
less  otherwise  specified. 

§  9—5.5102—2  Requisitions. 

Contractors’  requisitions  submitted  to 
the  Defense  Supply  center  should  in- 


PART  9-7—  CONTRACT  CLAUSES 

Subpart  9— 7.50— Use  of  Standard 
Clauses 

PART  9-15— CONTRACT  COST 
PRINCIPLES  AND  PROCEDURES 

Subpart  9-15.50 — Cost  Principles  and 
Procedures 

Miscellaneous  Amendments 

1.  Paragraph  (e),  entitled  “Examples 
of  items  of  unallowable  costs,”  of  I  9- 
7.5006-9  Is  amended  by  adding  thereto 
the  following  subparagraph  (27) : 

§  9—7.5006—9  Allowable  costs  and  fixed 
fee  (CPFF  operating  and  construc¬ 
tion  contracts). 


(27)  First-class  air  travel  in  excess  of  the 
cost  of  less  than  first-class  air  accommoda¬ 
tions,  except  when  less  than  first-class  ac¬ 
commodations  are  not  reasonably  available 
to  meet  necessary  mission  requirements,  such 
as,  where  less  than  first-class  accommoda¬ 
tions  would: 

(I)  Require  circuitous  routing, 

(II)  Require  travel  during  unreasonable 
hours, 

(III)  Greatly  Increase  the  duration  of  the 
flight, 

(lv)  Result  In  additional  costs  which 
would  offset  the  transportation  savings, 

(v)  Offer  accommodations  which  are  not 
reasonably  adequate  for  the  medical  needs 
of  the  traveler. 

2.  Paragraph  (e),  entitled  “Examples 
of  Items  of  Unallowable  Costs,”  of  8  9-7.- 
5006-10  is  amended  by  adding  thereto 
the  following  subparagraph  (25) : 


3362 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


§  9-7.5006-10  Allowable  costs  and 
fixed  fee  (supply  contracts  and  re¬ 
search  and  development  contracts 
with  concerns  other  than  educational 
institutions). 


(25)  First-class  air  travel  in  excess  of  the 
cost  of  less  than  first-class  air  accommoda¬ 
tions,  except  when  less  than  first-class 
accommodations  are  not  reasonably  avail¬ 
able  to  meet  necessary  mission  require¬ 
ments.  such  as,  where  less  than  first-class 
accommodations  would : 

(I)  Require  circuitous  routing, 

(II)  Require  travel  during  unreasonable 
hours, 

(III)  Greatly  Increase  the  duration  of  the 
flight, 

(lv)  Result  In  additional  costs  which 
would  offset  the  transportation  savings, 

(v)  Offer  accommodations  which  are  not 
reasonably  adequate  for  the  medical  needs 
of  the  traveler. 

3.  Paragraph  (e),  entitled  ‘‘Examples 
of  items  of  unallowable  costs,”  of  8  9-7.- 
5006-12  is  amended  by  adding  thereto 
the  following  subparagraph  (26) : 

§  9—7.5006—12  Allowable  costs  and 
fixed  fee  (Architect-Engineer  Con¬ 
tracts). 


(26)  First-class  air  travel  in  excess  of  the 
cost  of  less  than  first-class  air  accommoda¬ 
tions,  except  when  less  than  first-class 
accommodations  are  not  reasonably  avail¬ 
able  to  meet  necessary  mission  require¬ 
ments,  such  as,  where  less  than  first-class 
accommodations  would: 

(I)  Require  circuitous  routing, 

(II)  Require  travel  during  unreasonable 
hours, 

(III)  Greatly  Increase  the  duration  of  the 
flight, 

(iv)  Result  In  additional  costs  which 
would  offset  the  transportation  savings, 

(v)  Offer  accommodations  which  are  not 
reasonably  adequate  for  the  medical  needs 
of  the  traveler. 

4.  Part  9-15  is  amended  by  adding 
thereto  the  followingjsection : 

§  9-15.5010-15  Air  travel. 

It  is  the  policy  of  the  AEC  to  require 
the  use  of  less  than  first-class  air  ac¬ 
commodations  for  all  cost-reimbursed 
travel,  except  when  less  than  first-class 
accommodations  are  not  reasonably 
available  to  meet  necessary  mission  re¬ 
quirements.  For  example,  less  than 
first-class  accommodations  are  consid¬ 
ered  not  reasonably  available  where  less 
than  first-class  accommodations  would: 

(a)  Require  circuitous  routing, 

(b)  Require  travel  during  unreasona¬ 
ble  hours, 

(c)  Greatly  increase  the  duration  of 
the  flight,  — 

(d)  Result  in  additional  costs  which 
would  offset  the  transportation  savings, 

(e)  Offer  accommodations  which  are 
not  reasonably  adequate  for  the  medical 
needs  of  the  traveler. 

The  difference  in  cost  between  first-class 
air  accommodations  and  less  than  first- 
class  accommodations  is  an  unallowable 
cost  except  as  provided  for  in  this 
section. 

(Sec.  161  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954, 
as  amended,  68  Stat.  948,  42  U.S.C.  2201; 
sec.  205  of  the  Federal  Property  and  Admin¬ 


istrative  Services  Act  of  1949,  as  amended,  68 
Stat.  890,  40  UJ5.C.  486) 

Effective  date .  These  amendments 
shall  become  effective  forty-five  (45) 
days  following  the  date  of  publication 
in  the  Federal  Register,  but  may  be  ob¬ 
served  earlier. 

Dated  at  Germantown,  Md.,  this  5th 
day  of  March  1964.  . 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

John  V.  Vincigtjerra, 
Director, 

Division  of  Contracts. 

[FJt.  Doc.  64-2458;  Filed,  Mar.  12,  1964; 

8:48  a.m.] 


Title  47 — TELECOMMUNICATION 

Chapter  I — Federal  Communications 
Commission 

[FCC  64-201] 

PART  73— RADIO  BROADCAST 
SERVICES 

Adjustment  of  Pre-Sunrise  Operating 
Disputes 

March  5,  1964. 

By  telegram  adopted  March  4,  the 
Commission  informed  Radio  Station 
WEEE,  Rensselaer,  New  York,  that  it 
had  no  objection  to  that  station  oper¬ 
ating  during  specified  pre-sunrise  hours 
with  power  reduced  to  500  watts. 

Even  though  licensed  as  a  ‘‘daytime 
only”  Class  III  standard  broadcast  sta¬ 
tion,  WEEE  had,  until  last  year,  op¬ 
erated  during  pre-sunrise  hours  with 
its  full  licensed  power  of  5  kilowatts 
under  the  permissive  provisions  of  §  73.87 
of  the  rules. 

On  June  4,  1963,  WEEE  was  directed 
to  refrain  from  further  operation  prior 
to  local  sunrise,  pursuant  to  8  73.87(b) 
of  the  Commission’s  rules.  This  action 
was  taken  after  a  complaint  was  received 
from  Station  WFBR,  Baltimore,  alleg¬ 
ing  that  interference  was  being  caused 
within  the  complainant’s  protected 
nighttime  service  area  as  a  result  of 
WEEE’s  5  kilowatt  early  morning 
operation.  _ 

This  action,  which  allows  WEEE  to 
resume  part  of  its  former  early  morning 
service  on  a  reduced-power  basis,  is  the 
outgrowth  of  an  agreement  reached  be¬ 
tween  WEEE  and  WFBR,  and  will  re¬ 
main  in  effect  until  final  resolution  of 
matters  involved  in  rule  making  Docket 
No.  14419  or  until  a  valid  interference 
complaint  is  received  from  some  other 
source. 

Until  recently,  8  73.87  had  been 
applied  on  a  ‘‘go  no-go”  basis.  For 
unlimited  time  stations  causing  inter¬ 
ference  this  meant  a  return  to  their 
licensed  nighttime  modes;  for  ‘‘daytime 
only”  stations  like  WEEE  it  meant  a 
complete  cessation  of  pre-sunrise  opera¬ 
tion,  frequently  resulting  in  loss  of  the 
only  early  morning  service  to  a  com¬ 
munity.  As  a  result  of  this  action, 
§  73.87  will  be  administered  to  allow  pre¬ 
sunrise  operation  with  power  graduated 
downward  to  a  level  of  mutual  accept¬ 
ance  or,  absent  such  acceptance,  down¬ 


ward  to  the  extent  that  it  does  not  cause 
objectionable  interference  to  the  com¬ 
plaining  station.  Specific  proposals 
should  be  submitted  to  the  Commission 
for  its  consideration. 

Where  a  probable  justification  for  the 
continuance  or  resumption  of  a  local 
service  is  shown  and  the  dispute  cannot 
be  satisfactorily  resolved  in  the  manner 
described  above,  the  Commission  will 
give  sympathetic  consideration  to  waiver 
of  the  current  “freeze”  on  the  accept¬ 
ance  of  standard  broadcast  applications 
(FCC  62-516)  in  order  to  entertain  ap¬ 
plications  for  specified  hours  operation 
by  stations  against  which  pre-sunrise 
complaints  have  been  filed.  Such  appli¬ 
cations  will,  if  compliance  with  treaty 
obligations  is  demonstrated,  be  desig¬ 
nated  for  hearing  to  determine  whether 
the  need  for  the  local  service  outweighs 
the  need  for  the  service  lost  due  to 
interference. 

Complaints  not  lending  themselves  to 
adjustment  by  power  cutbacks  or  to  ad¬ 
judication  by  hearing  will  be  honored 
in  accordance  with  8  73.87(b)  of  the 
rules.  As  in  the  past,  the  complaining 
station  must  establish  that  it  is  in  fact 
on  the  air  during  the  pre-sunrise  period 
with  its  authorized  nighttime  facilities: 
that  the  station  complained  of  is  op¬ 
erating  during  the  same  period  with  its 
authorized  daytime  facilities;  and  that 
interference  to  the  complaining  station 
is  indicated  by  engineering  calculations 
based  on  the  skywave  propagation  curves 
contained  in  Figure  2,  8  73.190  of  the 
Commission’s  rules. 

The  policy  of  conditioning  all  con¬ 
struction  permits  for  new  Class  in  sta¬ 
tions  (and  major  changes  in  existing 
Class  in  stations)  against  pre-sunrise 
operation,  which  has  been  in  effect  since 
January  29,  1962  (FCC  62-98),  remains 
unchanged  by  this  action. 

Adopted:  March  4, 1964. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission,1 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

(F.R.  Doc.  64-2474;  Filed,  Mar.  12,  1964; 

8:49  ajn.] 


Titls  49— TRANSPORTATION 

Chapter  I — Interstate  Commerce 
Commission 

SUBCHAPTER  B— CARRIER  BY  MOTOR  VEHICLE 

PART  170 — COMMERCIAL  ZONES 

[Ex  Parte  MC-30] 

Cincinnati,  Ohio 

At  a  session  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Division  1,  acting  as 
an  Appellate  Division,  held  at  its  office 
in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  the  5th  day  of 
March  A  D.  1964. 

It  appearing,  that  by  order  of  the 
Commission,  division  1,  dated  Febru¬ 
ary  11,  1964,  to  become  effective  March 
13,  1964,  the  limits  of  the  zone  adjacent 
to  and  commercially  a  part  of  Cincin¬ 
nati,  Ohio,  as  contemplated  by  section 

1  Commissioners  Hyde  and  Ford  absent. 
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203(b)(8)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act,  were  redefined  and  enlarged  in  cer¬ 
tain  respects; 

It  further  appearing,  that  by  joint 
petition  filed  February  17,  1964,  protes- 
tants  Robert  O’Nan,  doing  business  as 
O’Nan  Transportation  Company,  and 
Huey  Motor  Express,  seek  reconsidera¬ 
tion  or  further  hearing,  alleging  (1)  that 
their  withdrawal  of  opposition  to  the 
proceeding,  as  set  forth  in  a  letter  to  the 
Commission  dated  January  27, 1964,  was 
based  on  the  understanding  that  the  pe¬ 
tition  for  extension  of  the  Cincinnati 
commercial  zone  limits  would  be 
amended  to  exclude  all  of  Florence,  Ky., 
except  that  portion  embraced  within  the 
industrial  site  of  the  Northern  Kentucky 
Industrial  Foundation,  and  (2)  that  the 
redefinition  of  the  Cincinnati  commer¬ 
cial  zone  limits  as  set  forth  in  said  order 
of  February  11,  1964,  should  be  revised 
to  exclude  the  above-mentioned  portion 
of  Florence,  Ky.; 

It  further  appearing,  that  by  joint 
reply  filed  February  26,  1964,  petitioners 
Northern  Kentucky  Industrial  Founda¬ 
tion,  et  al.,  contend  (1)  that  protestants 
withdrew  before  any  specific  agreement 
with  respect  to  amendment  had  been 
made,  and  (2)  that  the  proceeding 
should  not  now  be  reopened  for  recon¬ 
sideration  or  further  hearing; 

It  further  appearing,  that  the  evidence 
in  the  above-entitled  proceeding  is  not 
persuasive  that  any  part  of  Florence,  Ky., 
except  that  portion  lying  within  the  in¬ 
dustrial  j site  of  the  Northern  Kentucky 
Industrial  Foundation,  should  be  in¬ 
cluded  within  the  Cincinnati  commercial 
|  zone,  and  that  a  revised  description  of 
said  zone  to  accomplish  this  purpose 
would  be  consistent  with  section  203(b) 
(8)  of  the  act  and  the  Commission’s 
decisions  thereunder; 

Wherefore,  and  good  cause  appearing 
therefor: 

We  find,  that  the  zone  adjacent  to  and 
commercially  a  part  of  Cincinnati,  Ohio, 
as  contemplated  by  section  203(b)  (8)  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Act,  should  be 
modified  to  include  those  areas  described 
In  the  next  succeeding  paragraph  herein: 

And  it  is  ordered.  That  the  order  en¬ 
tered  in  this  proceeding  on  February  11, 
1964  (49  CFR  170.7),  insofar  as  it  re¬ 
describes  the  Cincinnati  commercial  zone 
limits,  be,  and  it  is  hereby,  vacated  and 
set  aside  and  the  following  revision  here¬ 
by  substituted  in  lieu  thereof : 

§  170.7  Cincinnati,  Ohio. 

The  zone  adjacent  to,  and  commer¬ 
cially  a  part  of,  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  and 
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contiguous  municipalities  in  which  trans¬ 
portation  by  motor  vehicle.  In  interstate 
or  foreign  commerce,  not  under  a  com¬ 
mon  control,  management,  or  arrange¬ 
ment  for  a  continuous  carriage  or  ship¬ 
ment  to  or  from  a  point  beyond  the  zone, 
will  be  partially  exempt  from  regulation 
under  section  203(b)  (8)  of  the  act  is 
, hereby  defined  to  include  the  following: 

Addyston,  Ohio.  Marlemont,  Ohio. 
Cheviot,  Ohio.  North  Bend,  Ohio. 

Cincinnati,  Ohio.  Norwood,  Ohio. 

Cleves,  Ohio.  St.  Bernard,  Ohio. 

Elmwood  Place,  Ohio.  Covington,  Ky. 

Fairfax,  Ohio.  Newport,  Ky. 

That  part  of  Ohio  bounded  by  a  line 
commencing  at  the  intersection  of  the  Color - 
ain-Sprlngfleld  Township  line  and  corporate 
limits  of  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  and  extending 
along  said  township  line  in  a  northerly  di¬ 
rection  to  its  intersection  with  the  Butler- 
Hamllton  County  line,  thence  in  an  easterly 
direction  along  said  county  Une  to  its  lnt 
tersection  with  Ohio  Highway  4,  thence 
in  a  northerly  direction  along  Ohio  High¬ 
way  4  to  its  intersection  with  Mulhauser 
Road,  thence  in  an  easterly  direction  along 
said  road  to  the  terminus  thereof  west  of 
the  tracks  of  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad, 
thence  continuing  in  an  easterly  direction 
in  a  straight  line  to  Allen  Road,  thence  along 
the  latter  to  the  junction  thereof  with  U.8. 
Highway  25,  thence  in  a  southerly  direction 
along  U.S.  Highway  25  to  the  Butler-Hamll- 
ton  County  line,  thence  along  the  said 
county  line  and  the  Warren-Hamilton  Coun¬ 
ty  line  in  an  easterly  direction  to  the  Sym- 
mes-Sycamore  Township  line,  thence  in  a 
southerly  direction  along  the  Symmes-Syca- 
more  Township  line  to  its  Intersection  with 
the  Columbia  Township  line,  thence  in  a 
westerly  direction  along  the  Sycamore-Co- 
lumbia  Township  line  to  Madeira  Township, 
thence  in  a  clockwise  direction  around  the 
boundary  of  Madeira  Township  to  the  Syca- 
more-Columbia  Township  line,  thence  in  a 
westerly  direction  along  said  township  line 
to  Silverton  Township,  thence  in  a  southerly 
direction  along  the  Silverton-Columbia 
Township  line  to  the  Cincinnati  corporate 
limits,  thence  in  a  southerly  direction  along 
said  corporate  limits  to  Junction  with  Red 
Bank  Road,  thence  in  a  southerly  direction 
over  Red  Bank  Road  to  the  Cincinnati 
corporate  limits. 

That  part  of  Kenton  County,  Ky.,  lying  on 
and  north  of  a  line  commencing  at  the  inter¬ 
section  of  the  Kenton-Boone  County  line 
and  Dixie  Highway  (Ufl.  Highways  25  and 
42),  and  extending  over  said  highway  to  the 
corporate  limits  of  Covington,  Ky.,  including 
communities  on  the  described  line. 

That  part  of  Campbell  County,  Ky.,  lying 
on  and  north  of  a  line  commencing  at  the 
south  corporate  limits  of  Newport,  Ky.,  and 
extending  along  Licking  Pike  (Kentucky 
Highway  9)  to  junction  with  Johns  Hill 
Road,  thence  along  Johns  Hill  Road  to  Junc¬ 
tion  with  Alexandria  Pike  (U.S.  Highway 
27) ,  thence  northward  along  Alexandria  Pike 


to  Junction  with  River  Road  (Kentucky  High¬ 
way  445),  thence  over  the  latter  to  the 
Ohio  River,  Including  communities  on  the 
described  line. 

That  part  of  Boone  County,  Ky.,  bounded 
by  a  line  beginning  at  the  Boone-Kenton 
County  line  west  of  Erlanger,  Ky.,  and  ex¬ 
tending  in  a  northwesterly  direction  along 
Donaldson  Highway  to  the  Greater  Cincin¬ 
nati  Airport,  thence  clockwise  around  the 
outer  perimeter  of  said  airport  to  the  north¬ 
ern  tip  thereof,  thence  in  a  northeasterly 
direction  along  Kentucky  Highway  1334  to 
Junction  with  Kentucky  Highway  20,  and 
thence  along  the  latter  to  the  Boone- 
Kenton  County  line. 

That  part  of  Boone  and  Kenton  Counties, 
Ky.,  bounded  by  a  line  commencing  at  the 
intersection  of  the  Boone-Kenton  County 
line  with  the  southern  corporate  limits  of 
Elsmere,  Ky.,  and  extending  in  a  southerly 
direction  along  said  county  line  approxi¬ 
mately  0.9  mile  to  the  northern  boundary  of 
the  Northern  Kentucky  Industrial  Founda¬ 
tion,  thence  in  a  westerly  direction  along 
said  boundary  to  its  intersection  with  ths 
southern  corporate  limits  of  Florence,  Ky., 
thence  in  a  westerly  direction  along  said  cor¬ 
porate  limits  to  their  intersection  with  U.S. 
Highway  42,  thence  in  a  southwesterly  direc¬ 
tion  along  said  highway  to  its  intersection 
with  Interstate  Highway  75,  thence  in  a 
southerly  direction  along  Interstate  Highway 
75  to  a  point  2  miles  south  of  the  Florence, 
Ky.,  corporate  limits,  thence  in  a  straight 
line  in  a  northeasterly  direction  to  Richard¬ 
son  Road,  thence  in  an  easterly  direction  over 
Richardson  Road  to  Junction  with  Kentucky 
State  Route  1303  (Turkeyfoot  Road) ,  thence 
in  a  northerly  direction  over  Kentucky  State 
Route  1303  to  the  southern  boundary  of 
Edgewood,  Kenton  County,  Ky. 

(49  Stat.  546,  as  amended;  49  UJS.C.  304.  In¬ 
terprets  or  applies  49  Stat.  543,  as  amended, 
544,  as  amended;  49  U.S.C.  302, 303) : 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  except  to 
the  extent  granted  by  this  order,  the 
joint  petition  of  protestants  be,  and  it 
is  hereby,  denied. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  this  order 
shall  become  effective  as  of  March  13, 
1964  and  shall  continue  in  effect  until 
further  notice  of  the  Commission: 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  notice 
of  this  order  shall  be  given  to  the  general 
public  by  depositing  a  copy  thereof  in 
the  office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  at  Washington,  D.C.,  and  by  fil¬ 
ing  a  copy  thereof  with  the  Director, 
Office  of  the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission,  Division  1,  acting 
as  an  Appellate  Division. 

[seal]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

(F.R.  Doc.  64-2461;  Filed,  Mar.  12,  1964; 

8:48  a.m.] 


Proposed  Rule  Making 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
[  7  CFR  Part  52  ] 

FROZEN  SPINACH 

Proposed  Standards  for  Grades 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  United 
States  Department  of  Agriculture  is  con¬ 
sidering  amendments  to  the  United 
States  Standards  for  Grades  of  Frozen 
8pinach  (7  CFR  52.1921-52.1931)  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  authority  contained  in  the 
Agricultural  Marketing  Act  of  1946  (Secs. 
205,  60  Stat.  1090,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
1624) . 

Statement  of  considerations.  The 
United  States  Standards  for  Grades  of 
Frozen  Spinach  were  last  revised  March 
7,  1961.  The  current  grade  standards 
provide  for  only  two  styles  of  frozen 
spinach,  “whole  leaf”,  and  “cut  or 
chopped.” 

Note:  Compliance  with  the  requirements 
of  these  standards  shall  not  excuse  failure  to 
comply  with  the  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  or  with  ap¬ 
plicable  state  laws  and  regulations.  ~ 

Since  the  last  revision,  the  industry 
has  added  a  third  style  to  the  frozen 
spinach  pack  which  has  met  acceptance 
in  marketing  since  its  introduction. 
This  new  style  is  known  in  the  trade  and 
sold  as  “cut  leaf.” 

The  style  of  “whole  leaf”  spinach  is 
defined  in  the  current  standards  as 
“frozen  spinach  that  consists  substan¬ 
tially  of  the  leaf  and  adjoining  portion 
of  the  stem.”  The  style  of  “cut”  or  ' 
“chopped”  spinach  is  defined  as  “frozen 
spinach  that  consists  of  the  leaf  and  ad¬ 
joining  portion  of  the  stem  which  has 
been  cut  into  small  pieces.”  Over  the 
years,  this  later  style  has  become  com¬ 
monly  known  to  the  industry  as  well  as 
the  consumer  to  consist  of  spinach 
which  has  been  cut  or  chopped  into 
small  pieces  of  approximate  squares 
ranging  in  dimensions  from  y4  inch  x 
y4  inch  to  Vz  inch  x  y2  inch. 

The  new  style  of  “cut  leaf”  does  not 
conform  to  the  definitions  of  either  the 
“whole  leaf”  or  “chopped”  styles  since 
it  is  cut  into  large  pieces  (predominantly 
more  than  %  inch  in  the  longest 
dimension) . 

The  allowances  for  defects  provided 
in  the  current  standards  under  the 
different  grade  classifications  for  either 
the  “whole  leaf”  or  “chopped  styles”  do 
not  apply  to  the  new  style  of  “cut  leaf.” 

Certain  government  agencies  are  now 
buying  this  new  style  which  is  included 
in  such  government  specifications  as: 

Interim  Federal  Specification;  Spinach 

(Frozen) . 

Veterans  Administration;  Spinach,  Frozen. 

Among  other  industry  interests,  the 
standards  committee  of  the  National  As¬ 
sociation  of  Frozen  Food  Packers,  rec- 
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ommended  that  a  new  style  of  “cut  leaf” 
be  included  in  the  United  States  Stand¬ 
ards  for  Grades  of  Frozen  Spinach. 

All  persons  who  desire  to  submit  writ¬ 
ten  data,  views,  or  arguments  for  con¬ 
sideration  in  connection  with  the  pro¬ 
posed  amendments  should  file  the  same 
with  the  Chief,  Processed  Products 
Standardization  and  Inspection  Branch, 
Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division,  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Service,  United  States 
Department  of  Agriculture,  Washington, 
D.C.,  20250,  not  later  than  June  30,  1964. 

The  proposed  amendments  are  as 
follows: 

1.  In  §  57.1922  Styles  of  frozen  spinach, 
change  paragraph  (b)  to  read: 

(b)  “Chopped”  spinach  is  the  style 
of  frozen  spinach  that  consists  of  the 
leaf  and  adjoining  portion  of  the  stem 
which  has  been  cut  or  chopped  pre¬ 
dominantly  into  small  pieces  less  than 
approximately  %  inch  in  the  longest 
dimension. 

2.  In  §  52.1922,  add  a  new  paragraph 
(c)  as  follows: 

(c)  “Cut  leaf”  spinach  is  the  style  of 
frozen  spinach  that  consists  of  the  leaf 
and  adjoining  portion  of  the  stem  which 
has  been  cut  predominantly  into  large 
pieces  approximately  %  inch  or  more  in 
the  longest  dimension. 

3.  In  §  52.1927  Defects,  change  para¬ 
graphs  (b)  (7)  (ii)  (o)  and  (b)  to  read: 

(ii)  Chopped;  cut  leaf,  (a)  “Insig¬ 
nificant  damage”  means  transparent 
areas  on  a  portion  of  leaf  not  associated 
with  discoloration  of  any  kind  when 
such  transparent  portion  is  not  more 


than  l/2  square  inch;  and  any  discolora¬ 
tion  that  does  not  materially  affect  the 
appearance  or  eating  quality  of  the  unit. 

(b)  “Damage”  means  any  area  of  dis¬ 
coloration  or  other  injury,  including 
transparent  areas  associated  with  dis¬ 
coloration,  on  a  portion  of  leaf  or  stem 
that  materially  affects  the  appearance 
or  eating  quality  of  the  unit;  and  trans¬ 
parent  areas  whether  or  not  associated 
with  discoloration  when  such  trans¬ 
parent  area  is  more  than  %  square  inch. 

4.  In  §  52.1927  Defects,  change  the 
heading  of  paragraph  (c)  (2) ,  to  read 
“ Chopped ",  instead  of  " Cut  or  chopped 
style";  in  paragraph  (c)  renumber  sub- 
paragraph  (3)  to  read  (4)  and  insert  new 
subparagraph  (3)  as  follows: 

(3)  Cut  leaf.  The  area  of  damage 
does  not  exceed  the  area  prescribed  for 
the  applicable  sample  size  in  Table  IV 
of  this  section; 

5.  In  §  52.1927  Defects,  change  the 
heading  of  paragraph  (d)  (2)  to  read 
“ Chopped ",  instead  of  “Cut  or  chopped 
in  paragraph  (d)  renumber  subpara¬ 
graph  (3)  to  read  (4)  and  insert  new  sub- 
paragraph  (3)  as  follows: 

(3)  Cut  leaf.  The  area  of  damage 
does  not  exceed  the  area  prescribed  for 
the  applicable  sample  size  in  Table  IV 
of  this  section; 

6.  In  §  52.1927  Defects,  change  head¬ 
ing  of  Table  m  to  read  as  follows: 

Summary  of  Allowances  for  Damage 
in  Chopped  Style  Spinach. 

7.  In.  §  52.1927  Defects,  add  Table  IV 
after  Table  m  as  follows: 


Table  IV — Summary  op  Allowance  for  Damage  in  Cut  Leaf  Style  Spinach 


Sample  size 


Area  of  damaged  portions  of  leaves 


Initial  4  ounces 

*fi»  square 
inch  or  less— 
Pass  for  A. 

to 

square  inch  in¬ 
clusive— Take 
another  2 
ounces. 

to  »M» 

square  inch  in¬ 
clusive— Pass 
for  B. 

»*<ito»M« 
square  inch  in¬ 
clusive— Take 
another  2 
ounces. 

More  than 
square 
inch — Fails 
Grade  B. 

Cumulative  0 
ounces. 

square 

inch  or  loss — 
Pass  for  A. 

«M.  to  1 

square  inch 
inclusive — 

Pass  for  B. 

More  than 
square  inch — 
Fails  Grade  B. 

8.  In  §  52.1928  Character,  change 
heading  of  paragraph  (b)(2)  to  read 
“ Cut  leaf;  chopped "  instead  of  “ Cut  or 
chopped  style"',  and  change  heading  of 
paragraph  (c)  (2)  to  read  “ Cut  leaf; 
chopped "  instead  of  “ Cut  or  chopped 
style". . 

(Sec.  205,  60  Stat.  1090,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
1624) 

Dated:  March  9,  1964. 

G.  R.  Grange, 
Deputy  Administrator, 
Marketing  Services. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-2454;  Filed,  Mar.  12,  1964; 
8:47  am.] 


17  CFR  Parts  1032,  1050,  10631 

[Docket  Nob.  AO-339,  AO-313- A3, 
AO-105-A14] 

MILK  IN  CENTRAL  ILLINOIS,  SUBUR¬ 
BAN  ST.  LOUIS  AND  QUAD  CITIES- 
DUBUQUE  MARKETING  AREAS 

Notice  of  Extension  of  Time  for  Filing 
Exceptions  to  Revised  Recom¬ 
mended  Decision  on  Proposed  Mar¬ 
keting  Agreement  and  Order  and 
Proposed  Amendments  to  Tentative 
Marketing  Agreements  and  Orders 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  oi 
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1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601  et  seq.), 
and  the  applicable  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  governing  the  formulation  of 
marketing  agreements  and  marketing 
orders  (7  CFR  Part  900) ,  notice  is  here¬ 
by  given  that  the  time  for  filing  excep¬ 
tions  to  the  revised  recommended  de¬ 
cision  with  respect  to  the  proposed  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  order  regulating 
the  handling  of  milk  in  the  Central  Illi¬ 
nois  marketing  area  and  the  proposed 
amendments  to  the  tentative  marketing 
agreements  and  to  the  orders  regulating 
the  handling  of  milk  in  the  Suburban 
St.  Louis  and  Quad  Citles-Dubuque  mar¬ 
keting  areas,  which  was  issued  Janu¬ 
ary  20, 1964  (29  F.R.  1529) ,  is  hereby  ex¬ 
tended  to  April  1,  1964. 

Dated:  March  9,  1964. 

Clarence  H.  Girard, 
Deputy  Administrator, 
Regulatory  Programs. 

[Fit.  Doc.  64-2456;  Filed,  Mar.  12,  1964; 

8:48  ajn.] 


17  CFR  Parts  1033,  1034,  1035] 

[Docket  Nos.  AO-166-A28,  AO-175-A19, 
AO-176-A18] 

MILK  IN  CINCINNATI,  OHIO;  DAY- 
TON-SPRINGFIELD,  OHIO;  AND 
COLUMBUS,  OHIO,  MARKETING 
AREAS 

Notice  of  Recommended  Decision  and 
Opportunity  To  File  Written  Excep¬ 
tions  on  Proposed  Amendments  to 
Tentative  Marketing  Agreements 
and  to  Orders 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of 
1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601  et  seq.) , 
and  the  applicable  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  governing  the  formulation  of 
marketing  agreements  and  marketing 
orders  (7  CFR  Part  900) ,  notice  is  hereby 
given  of  the  filing  with  the  Hearing 
Clerk  of  this  recommended  decision  with 
respect  to  proposed  amendments  to  the 
tentative  marketing  agreements  and 
orders  regulating  the  handling  of  milk 
in  the  above  designated  marketing  areas. 
Interested  parties  may  file  written  ex¬ 
ceptions  to  this  decision  with  the  Hearing 
Clerk,  United  States  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C.,  20250,  by 
the  3d  day  after  publication  of  this  de¬ 
cision  in  the  Federal  Register.  The 
exceptions  should  be  filed  in  quadrupli¬ 
cate. 

Preliminary  statement.  The  hearing 
on  the  record  of  which  the  proposed 
amendments,  as  hereinafter  set  forth, 
to  the  tentative  marketing  agreements 
and  to  the  orders  as  amended,  were  for¬ 
mulated,  was  conducted  at  Dayton,  Ohio, 
on  February  17,  1964,  pursuant  to  notice 
thereof  which  was  issued  February  5, 
1964  (29  F.R.  2349) . 

The  material  issues  on  the  record  of 
the  hearing  relate  to : 

1.  Modification  of  the  fall  production 
incentive  plan;  and 

2.  Whether  an  emergency  exists  which 
warrants  the  omission  of  a  recom- 
jnended  decision  and  the  opportunity 
lor  interested  parties  to  file  exceptions 


thereto  and  the  immediate  issuance  of 
a  final  decision. 

Findings  and  conclusions.  The  fol¬ 
lowing  findings  and  conclusions  on  the 
material  issues  are  based  on  evidence 
presented  at  the  hearing  and  the  record 
thereof: 

(1)  The  seasonal  production  incentive 
plans  in  the  three  orders  should  be  mod¬ 
ified  to  make  them  identical  as  to  both 
rates  of  withholding  in  the  spring 
months  and  percentages  of  “pay-out”  to 
be  added  to  the  uniform  price  in  the 
fall  months. 

Each  of  the  three  orders  provides  a 
seasonal  production  incentive  plan 
under  which  producer  monies  are  set 
aside  in  computing  uniform  prices  for 
the  spring  months  and  are  later  distrib¬ 
uted  to  producers  during  the  fall,  or 
short  production,  months  by  addition  to 
the  uniform  prices  for  such  months. 

Principal  cooperatives  in  the  three 
markets  proposed,  for  each  market, 
identical  rates  of  accumulation  (“take¬ 
out”)  of  20,  25,  25  and  20  cents  per 
hundredweight  of  producer  milk  for  the 
months  of  April,  May,  June  and  July, 
respectively.  The  orders  presently  pro¬ 
vide  the  following  rates  of  “take-out” 
per  hundredweight  on  producer  milk 
for  the  months  of  April,  May,  June  and 
July,  respectively:  Cincinnati,  30,  35,  35 
and  20  cents;  Columbus,  35,  35,  35,  35; 
and  Dayton-Springfield,  20,  35,  35  and 
30  cents. 

Proponents  proposed  no  change  in  the 
rates  used  to  compute  the  division  of  the 
accumulated  funds  over  the  four  fall 
pay-back  months  of  September,  October, 
November  and  December,  however,  ex¬ 
cept  to  conform  the  rates  in  the  Cincin¬ 
nati  order,  which  presently  call  for  a 
return  to  producers  at  the  rate  of  25 
percent  of  the  fund  in  each  of  such  four 
months,  to  the  20,  30,  30  and  20  percent 
rates  for  the  respective  months  pres¬ 
ently  used  in  both  the  Columbus  and 
Dayton-Springfield  orders.  The  pay¬ 
back  months  would  continue  to  be  Sep¬ 
tember,  October,  November  and  Decem¬ 
ber  in  each  market. 

Proponents,  in  support  of  their  re¬ 
quest  for  the  lower  rates  of  “take-out” 
during  the  four  spring  months,  stated 
that  because  of  technological  innova¬ 
tions  in  recent  years  dairy  farmers  have 
tended  to  even  out  their  production 
throughout  the  year.  Also,  such  inno¬ 
vations  as  bulk  tank  cooling  and  storage 
on  the  farms,  new  and  improved  milking 
systems,  and  other  technical  changes 
have  established  dairy  farm  costs  on  a 
more  constant  level  throughout  the  year. 
Dairy  farmers,  therefore,  have  sought  to 
maintain  a  more  constant  level  of  milk 
production  throughout  the  year  in  order 
to  maximize  the  use  of  production  fa¬ 
cilities  and  thus  effect  greater  efficiency 
in  the  farm  operation. 

This  development,  they  contend,  has 
lessened  the  need  for  the  wide  varia¬ 
tions  which  have  resulted  in  recent  years 
between  the  blend  prices  of  the  four 
spring  months  and  the  higher  blend 
prices  of  the  four  fall  months  as  an 
incentive  to  maintain  a  more  even  level 
of  deliveries  in  the  market.  They  claim 
that  the  fairly  constant  level  of  monthly 
fixed  costs  in  today's  dairy  farm  opera¬ 


tions  supports  the  need  for  somewhat 
higher  blend  prices  for  producer  milk 
marketed  during  the  April-July  period 
in  relation  to  other  seasons. 

Proponents  state  further  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  elimination  of  the  differences 
among  the  markets'  blend  prices  which 
are  caused  by  the  varying  incentive 
plans  would  result  in  announced  uni¬ 
form  prices  for  each  market  which  are 
more  basically  related  to  conditions  of 
supply  and  demand  in  the  respective 
market.  Thus,  the  blend  prices  result¬ 
ing  from  application  of  a  uniform  in¬ 
centive  plan  would  provide  producers  in 
overlapping  supply  areas  with  a  clearer 
guide  as  to  the  market  where  the  need 
for  milk  is  greatest  in  relation  to  Class 
I  sales. 

It  is  concluded  that  the  rates  of  ac¬ 
cumulation  (“take-out”)  and  the  rates 
for  distributing  each  fund  (“pay-back”) 
as  proposed  by  the  proponent  cooperative 
associations  should  be  adopted  on  a  uni¬ 
form  basis  for  the  three  markets. 

The  purpose  of  the  fall  production  in¬ 
centive  plan  is  to  induce  dairy  farmers 
to  increase  fall  production  in  relation  to 
spring  production,  thus  encourr'  ging  a 
more  even  pattern  of  milk  Uwl.veries 
throughout  the  year.  The  plan  was  in¬ 
corporated  in  the  Columbus  order  in 
1952  and  in  the  Dayton-Springfield  and 
Cincinnati  orders  in  1953  and  1955,  re¬ 
spectively.  During  the  first  three  full 
years  of  the  operation  of  the  plan  in  the 
Columbus  market,  fall  milk  production 
(September  through  December)  aver¬ 
aged  83  percent  of  production  during  the 
flush  months  of  April  through  July.  On 
the  other  hand,  for  the  most  recent 
three  years  the  ratio  of  fall  to  spring 
production  has  averaged  94  percent,  in¬ 
dicating  a  significant  leveling  of  the 
seasonal  swing  in  milk  production  in 
this  market. 

In  the  Dayton-Springfield  market,  the 
percentage  ratio  of  producer  milk  re¬ 
ceipts  during  the  four  fall  months  in  re¬ 
lation  to  the  four  spring  months  was  83 
percent  in  1953,  the  first  year  the  plan 
was  in  effect,  89  percent  in  1954,  and 
ranged  from  94  to  96  percent  during  the 
four-year  period  of  1960-1963. 

The  leveling  of  production  in  the  Cin¬ 
cinnati  market  shows  similar  improve¬ 
ment  with  an  average  fall-spring  produc¬ 
tion  percentage  ratio  of  90  percent  for 
the  recent  three-year  period  of  1961- 
1963,  as  compared  with  a  percentage 
ratio  of  82  percent  for  the  three-year 
period  of  1956-1958. 

Thus,  a  significant  leveling  in  seasonal 
production  has  occurred  in  the  three 
markets  since  the  establishment  of  the 
fall  incentive  plan  in  such  order.  Cer¬ 
tain  technological  changes  also  have  oc¬ 
curred  in  the  production  and  marketing 
of  milk  in  recent  years  which  have  con¬ 
tributed  to,  and  will  tend  to  assure  a 
continuation  of,  the  trend  in  these  mar¬ 
kets  toward  more  even  milk  production. 
At  the  time  the  fall  incentive  plans  were 
incorporated  in  the  orders  milk  produc¬ 
tion  came  from  relatively  smaller  pro¬ 
ducing  units  and  the  delivery  of  milk 
from  farm  to  market  in  cans  was  the 
general  practice.  The  bulk  tank  system 
of  farm  cooling  and  delivery  now  is  the 
prevailing  method  in  these  markets 
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(Dayton-Springfield  market  is  100  per¬ 
cent  converted  from  can  to  bulk  tank) 
and  milk  is  supplied  the  market  by 
fewer  producers  making  larger  daily 
deliveries. 

Moreover,  closer  marketing  relation¬ 
ship  among  the  three  markets  has  de¬ 
veloped.  There  is  considerable  over¬ 
lapping  of  milk  supply  areas  for  the 
three  markets.  The  counties  of  Aug¬ 
laize,  Champaign,  Clark,  Fayette,  Logan, 
and  Union,  in  Ohio,  for  example,  are 
a  common  milk  supply  area  for  the  three 
markets.  In  certain  other  counties  of 
Ohio  also,  and  to  some  extent  in  Indiana, 
the  milk  supply  area  of  one  market  over¬ 
laps  with  that  of  another  of  the  three. 
Rather  uniform  health  requirements 
among  these  markets,  together  with  im¬ 
proved  roads  and  transportation  facil¬ 
ities  for  moving  milk  over  greater  dis¬ 
tances,  have  contributed  to  the  ease  with 
which  dairy  farmers  can  shift  from  one 
market  to  another  in  seeking  the  most 
profitable  outlet. 

The  differing  rates  used  to  compute  the 
amounts  of  “take-out”  and  “pay-back” 
in  the  three  markets  have  contributed 
to  differences  in  the  markets’  blend  prices 
which  are  not  strictly  related  to  differ¬ 
ences  In  market  utilization  or  the  rela¬ 
tive  needs  of  the  markets  for  milk  sup¬ 
plies,  and  may  have  represented  an  arti¬ 
ficial  inducement  to  the  producer  who  is 
seeking  the  best  market  price.  There  is 
reason  to  conclude  that,  to  some  extent  at 
least,  the  three  plans,  working  independ¬ 
ently,  have  tended  to  give  the  Columbus 
and  Cincinnati  markets  a  procurement 
advantage  over  Dayton-Springfield  in 
the  months  when  milk  is  seasonally  short. 
While  the  major  objective  of  the  sea¬ 
sonal  incentive  plan  is  not  to  establish 
intermarket  alignment  of  blend  prices, 
and  should  not  be  the  primary  means  of 
achieving  such  price  alignment,  the 
adoption  of  a  uniform  plan  for  the  three 
markets  will  provide  a  more  consistent 
and  equitable  price  basis  on  which  such 
markets  may  attract  necessary  supplies 
on  a  year-round  basis.  The  generally 
lower  rates  of  “take-out”  proposed  by 
proponent  cooperatives  will  tend  to 
lessen  somewhat  the  swing  in  spring- 
fall  blend  price  relationships.  The  high 
ratio  of  fall  to  spring  production  shown 
to  exist  at  present  in  each  of  the  mar¬ 
kets  makes  such  a  reduction  feasible. 

The  proposed  rate  of  pay-back,  20  per¬ 
cent  in  September,  30  percent  in  Octo¬ 
ber,  30  percent  in  November  and  20  per¬ 
cent  in  December  is  appropriate.  This 
apportioning  of  the  pay-back  employs 
the  particular  months  when  production 
is  most  needed.  In  September,  when 
the  20  percent  amount  is  in  effect,  bot¬ 
tling  requirements  have  not  yet  fully  re¬ 
bounded  from  seasonal  summer  lows.  In 
October  and  November,  when  bottling 
milk  is  most  needed,  the  incentive  to 
produce  will  be  greatest  as  the  30  percent 
pay-back  becomes  effective.  At  milk 
needs  slacken  somewhat  in  December  be¬ 
cause  of  fewer  school  sales  and  the  holi¬ 
day  period,  the  incentive  for  production, 
at  the  20  percent  figure,  is  reduced. 

The  adoption  of  these  rates  for  the 
three  orders  will  have  the  effect  of  rais¬ 
ing  the  level  of  the  producer  blend  price 
per  hundredweight  of  milk  for  the  month 


of  April  10  cents  in  the  Cincinnati  market 
and  by  15  cents  in  the  Columbus  market. 
No  change  would  be  effected  in  the  April 
blend  price  level  in  the  Dayton-Spring¬ 
field  market.  For  the  months  of  May 
and  June  the  levels  of  blend  prices  in 
the  three  markets  would  be  uniformly  in¬ 
creased  by  10  cents,  and  for  July  by  10 
and  15  cents  in  the  Dayton-Springfield 
and  Columbus  orders,  respectively. 

Since  the  adopted  rates  of  “take-out” 
will  result  in  smaller  accumulated  funds 
during  the  spring  “take-out”  period,  they 
will  likewise  result  in  consequent  lesser 
rates  of  “pay-back”  during  the  fall 
months.  If  the  proposed  amendment 
had  been  effective  in  three  markets  dur¬ 
ing  1963,  the  rate  of  “pay-back”  per 
hundredweight  of  producer  milk  for  the 
months  of  September,  October,  Novem¬ 
ber  and  December  would  have  been  low¬ 
er  than  the  actual  rates:  For  the  Cin¬ 
cinnati  market,  by  13,  3,  3  and  13  cents; 
for  the  Columbus  market,  by  12,  16,  16 
and  11  cents:  and  for  the  Dayton- 
Springfield  market,  by  7,  10,  9  and  7 
cents. 

An  alternate  proposal  offered  by  a 
handler  was  considered  at  the  hearing. 
This  proposal  also  would  provide  for  a 
uniform  plan  in  the  three  markets  but 
would  increase  the  “take-out”  rate  for 
Cincinnati  and  Dayton-Springfield  to 
the  35  cents  per  hundredweight  rate 
currently  applicable  in  the  Columbus 
market  for  each  of  the  months  of  April, 
May,  June  and  July.  This  plan  would 
“pay-back”  to  producers  in  September, 
October,  November  and  December  on  the 
-  basis  of  25  percent  of  the  market’s  total 
accumulated  fund  in  each  such  month, 
as  under  the  present  Cincinnati  order. 
Proponent  handler  gave  as  a  principal 
supporting  reason  that  the  proposal 
would  align  the  blend  prices  of  the  three 
markets  more  closely  with  the  Gallipolis- 
Scioto  District  of  the  Tri-State  market 
and  with  other  nearby  markets. 

The  effect  of  this  proposal  in  the 
Cincinnati  and  Dayton-Springfield  mar¬ 
kets  would  be  to  lower  the  average  level 
of  blend  prices  for  the  April-July  “take¬ 
out”  period  and  raise  the  level  for  the 
September-December  “pay-back”  period 
as  compared  to  those  levels  which  would 
be  effected  by  adoption  of  the  producers’ 
proposal  or  those  now  prevailing  in  the 
markets.  This  proposal  would  not 
change  appreciably  the  existing  levels 
of  blend  prices  in  the  Columbus  market. 

The  matter  of  intermarket  price  align¬ 
ment  is  not  the  function  of  the  fall  in¬ 
centive  plan.  Although  consideration  of 
the  application  of  such  a  plan  to  a  par¬ 
ticular  market  must  take  into  account 
the  matter  of  price  alignment  with  other 
markets,  any  primary  effort  to  achieve 
such  alignment  necessarily  involves 
other  important  factors  related  to  the 
make-up  of  the  class  price  formulas  and 
the  proportions  of  class  utilization  in 
the  respective  markets.  Such  factors 
were  not  subject  to  review  in  this  hear¬ 
ing.  The  proposal  is  therefore  denied. 

(2)  The  omission  of  the  recommended 
decision  to  expedite  amendment  proce¬ 
dure  is  not  warranted. 

At  the  hearing,  proponent  producers 
requested  that  emergency  action  be 


taken  to  amend  the  fall  production  in¬ 
centive  plans  for  the  three  orders  as 
soon  as  possible.  Specifically,  it  was  re¬ 
quested  that  the  Secretary  omit  the 
issuance  of  a  recommended  decision  in 
order  that  amendment  action  might  be 
expedited. 

The  Secretary  may  omit  the  recom¬ 
mended  decision* if  he  finds  on  the  basis 
of  the  record  that  the  timely  execution 
of  his  functions  imperatively  and  un¬ 
avoidably  requires  such  omission,  in 
this  instance,  however,  the  order  amend¬ 
ment  would  have  no  effect  until  the 
month  of  April  of  each  year.  Normal 
amendment  procedure  should  accommo¬ 
date  this  matter  and  therefore  it  is  con¬ 
cluded  that  omission  of  the  recommended 
decision  is  not  warranted. 

Rulings  on  proposed  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions.  No  briefs  on  proposed  findings 
and  conclusions  were  filed  on  behalf  of 
interested  parties. 

General  findings.  The  findings  and 
determinations  hereinafter  set  forth  are 
supplementary  and  in  addition  to  the 
findings  and  determinations  previously 
made  in  connection  with  the  issuance  of 
the  aforesaid  orders  and  of  the  previ¬ 
ously  issued  amendments  thereto;  and 
all  of  said  previous  findings  and  deter¬ 
minations  are  hereby  ratified  and  af¬ 
firmed,  except  insofar  as  such  findings 
and  determinations  may  be  in  conflict 
with  the  findings  and  determinations  set 
forth  herein. 

(a)  The  tentative  marketing  agree¬ 
ments  and  the  orders,  as  hereby  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  amended,  and  all  of  the  terms 
and  conditions  thereof,  will  tend  to  ef¬ 
fectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  Act; 

(b)  The  parity  prices  of  milk  as  de¬ 
termined  pursuant  to  section  2  of  the 
Act  are  not  reasonable  in  view  of  the 
price  of  feeds,  available  supplies  of 
feeds,  and  other  economic  conditions 
which  affect  market  supply  and  demand 
for  milk  in  the  respective  marketing 
areas,  and  the  minimum  prices  specified 
in  the  proposed  marketing  agreements 
and  the  orders,  as  hereby  proposed  to  be 
amended,  are  such  prices  as  will  reflect 
the  aforesaid  factors,  insure  a  sufficient 
quantity  of  pure  and  wholesome  milk, 
and  be  in  the  public  interest;  and 

(c)  The  tentative  marketing  agree¬ 
ments  and  the  orders,  as  hereby  proposed 
to  be  amended,  will  regulate  the  han¬ 
dling  of  milk  in  the  same  manner  as,  and 
will  be  applicable  only  to  persons  in  the 
respective  classes  of  industrial  and  com¬ 
mercial  activity  specified  in,  marketing 
agreements  upon  which  a  hearing  has 
been  held. 

Recommended  marketing  agreements 
and  orders  amending  the  orders.  The 
following  orders  amending  the  orders  as 
amended  are  recommended  as  the  de¬ 
tailed  and  appropriate  means  by  which 
the  foregoing  conclusions  may  be  carried 
out.  The  recommended  marketing 
agreements  are  not  included  in  this  de¬ 
cision  because  the  regulatory  provisions 
thereof  would  be  the  same  as  those  con¬ 
tained  in  the  orders,  as  hereby  proposed 
to  be  amended: 

Cincinnati,  Ohio: 

1.  In  §  1033.63,  paragraphs  (c)  and  (d) 
are  revised  to  read  as  follows: 
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§  1033.63  Computation  of  uniform 
prices. 

•  •  •  •  e 

(c)  Subtract  for  each  of  the  months  of 
April,  May,  June  and  July  an  amount 
computed  by  multiplying  the  total  hun¬ 
dredweight  of  milk  received  from  pro¬ 
ducers  during  such  month  by  the  follow¬ 
ing  amounts:  20  cents  in  April,  25  cents 
in  May  and  June,  and  20  cents  in  July; 

(d)  Add  for  each  of  the  months  of 
September,  October,  November  and  De¬ 
cember  20,  30,  30  and  20  percent,  respec¬ 
tively,  of  the  total  amount  of  the  obli¬ 
gated  balance  in  the  producer-settlemeAt 
fund  pursuant  to  S  1033.71(b)  on  Sep¬ 
tember  30  of  such  year;  - 

Dayton-Springfleld,  Ohio: 

1.  In  f  1034.62,  paragraphs  (b)  and  (c) 
are  revised  to  read  as  follows : 

§  1034.62  Computation  of  uniform 
prices. 

•  •  •  #  * 

(b)  Subtract  for  each  of  the  months 
of  April,  May,  June  and  July  an  amount 
computed  by  multiplying  the  total  hun¬ 
dredweight  of  producer  milk  for  such 
month  by  the  following  amounts:  20 
Cents  in  April,  25  cents  in  May  and  June, 
and  20  cents  in  July; 

(c)  Add  for  each  of  the  months  of 
September,  October,  November  and  De¬ 
cember  20,  30,  30  and  20  percent,  respec¬ 
tively,  of  the  obligated  balance  in  the 
producer-settlement  fund  pursuant  to 
{1034.73(b)  on  August  31,  immediately 
preceding; 

Columbus,  Ohio: 

1.  In  {  1035.61,  paragraphs  (b)  and 
(c)  are  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1035.61  Computation  of  uniform 
price. 

•  •  •  *  * 

(b)  Subtract  for  each  of  the  months 
of  April,  May,  June  and  July  an  amount 
computed  by  multiplying  the  total  hun¬ 
dredweight  of  milk  received  from  pro¬ 
ducers  during  the  month  by  the  follow¬ 
ing  amounts:  20  cents  in  April,  25  cents 
in  May  and  June,  and  20  cents  in  July; 

(c)  Add  for  each  of  the  months  of 
September,  October,  November  and  De¬ 
cember  20,  30,  30  and  20  percent,  respec¬ 
tively,  of  the  total  amount  subtracted 
during  the  immediately  preceding  April- 
July  period  pursuant  to  paragraph  (b)  of 
this  section; 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  March 
10,  1964. 

Clarence  H.  Girard, 
Deputy  Administrator, 
Regulatory  Programs. 

[PH.  Doc.  64-2483;  Piled,  Mar.  12,  1964; 
8:50  ajn.] 

FEDERAL  AVIATION  AGENCY 

M4  CFR  Part  5071 

[Reg.  Doc.  4041] 

airworthiness  directives 

Boeing  Model  720  Series  Aircraft 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  has 
under  consideration  a  proposal  to  amend 


Part  507  of  the  regulations  of  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  to  include  an  airworthiness 
directive  for  Boeing  Model  720  Series  air¬ 
craft.  There  have  been  several  instances 
of  failure  of  the  bolts  attaching  the  main 
landing  gear  centering  cylinder  and 
snubber  assembly  to  the  inner  cylinder 
assembly  and  to  the  truck  assembly.  To 
correct  this  condition,  this  AD  requires 
replacement  of  the  existing  bolts  with 
larger  diameter  bolts. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  making  of  the  proposed 
rule  by  submitting  such  written  data, 
views,  or  arguments  as  they  may  desire. 
Communications  should  identify  the 
regulatory  docket  number  and  be  sub¬ 
mitted  in  duplicate  to  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Agency,  Office  of  the  General  Coun¬ 
sel,  Attention:  Rules  Docket,  800  Inde¬ 
pendence  Ave.  SW.,  Washington,  D.C., 
20553.  All  communications  received  on 
or  before  April  13,  1964,  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Administrator  before  tak¬ 
ing  action  upon  the  proposed  rule.  The 
proposals  contained  in  this  notice  may 
be  changed  in  the  light  of  comments  re¬ 
ceived.  All  comments  will  be  available, 
both  before  and  after  the  closing  date  for 
comments,  in  the  Rules  Docket  for  ex¬ 
amination  by  interested  persons. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under  the 
authority  of  Sections  313(a) ,  601  and  603 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (72 
Stat.  752,  775,  776;  49  U.S.C.  1354(a), 
1421, 1423) . 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it  is 
proposed  to  amend  §  507.10(a)  of  Part 
507  (14  CFR  Part  507) ,  by  adding  the  fol¬ 
lowing  airworthiness  directive: 

Boeing.  Applies  to  all  Model  720  Series 
aircraft. 

Compliance  required  as  indicated. 

Several  failures  of  bolts  attaching  the  main 
landing  gear  centering  cylinder  and  snubber 
assembly  to  the  Inner  cylinder  assembly  and 
to  the  truck  assembly  have  occurred.  To 
preclude  further  failures,  the  foUowlng  or  an 
equivalent  approved  by  FAA  Engineering  and 
Manufacturing  Branch,  Western  Region, 
shall  be  accomplished: 

(a)  Within  the  next  500  hours’  time  In 
service  after  the  effective  date  of  this  AD, 
unless  already  accomplished : 

(1)  Replace  the  existing  bolts  attaching 
the  main  landing  gear  centering  cylinder  and 
snubber  assembly  to  the  Inner  cylinder 
assembly  and  to  the  truck  assembly  with 
larger  diameter  bolts  specified  In  step  (e) 
and  In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the 
"NOTE”  following  step  (e)  of  paragraph  s. 
Modification  Data  of  Boeing  Service  Bulletin 
No.  1570.  The  provisions  of  Boeing  Service 
Bulletin  No.  1570A  shall  also  be  accomp¬ 
lished;  or 

(2)  As  an  alternative,  remove  the  existing 
%e  inch-diameter  bolt,  P/N’s  63-9663  and 
66-26031,  and  replace  with  %0  inch-diameter 
Standard  Press  Steel  (SPS),  P/N’s  63425-9- 
24  and  63425-9-28  (H.T.  220,000  p.s.i.  MIN.) 
respectively.  The  bolts  are  to  be  reworked  in 
accordance  with  the  Instructions  on  Figure  1 
of  Boeing  Service  Bulletin  No.  1570,  or  later 
approved  revisions  to  Boeing  Service  Bulletin 
1570. 

(b)  Within  the  next  3,000  hours’  time  in 
service  after  the  effective  date  of  this  AD, 
accomplish  the  foUowlng,  unless  already  ac¬ 
complished: 

(1)  Remove  existing  bolts,  P/N’s  63-9663 
and  66-26031. 

(2)  Rework  terminal  and  Inner  cylinder 
lug  per  Figures  3  and  5  and  steps  3b  and  3c 
of  Boeing  Service  Bulletins  Nos.  1570  and 
1570A  respectively. 


(3)  Rework  truck  assembly  lug  per  Figure 
4  and  step  3d  of  Boeing  Service  Bulletins 
Nos.  1570  and  1570A. 

(4)  Reinstall  centering  cyUnder  and 
snubber  assembly  using  bolts  66-15739-1 
and  66-15739-2  as  shown  In  Figure  2  of 
Boeing  Service  Bulletin  No.  1570. 

(c)  The  operations  In  (a)  (1)  or  (a)  (2) 
need  not  be  accomplished  If  the  provisions 
of  (b)  are  accomplished  prior  to  the  next 
500  hours’  time  In  service  foUowlng  the 
effective  date  of  the  AD. 

(Boeing  Service  Bulletins  Nos.  1570  and 
1570 A  cover  this  same  subject.) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  March 
6, 1964. 

W.  Lloyd  Lane, 

Acting  Director, 
Flight  Standards  Service. 

[PR.  Doc.  64-2437;  FUed,  Mar.  12,  1964; 

8:45  a.m.] 


[  14  CFR  Part  507  1 

[Reg.  Docket.  No.  4040] 

AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 

Pratt  &  Whitney  R-2800  “B”  Senes 
Engines 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  has  un¬ 
der  consideration  a  proposal  to  amend 
Part  507  of  the  regulations  of  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  to  include  an  airworthiness 
directive  to  Pratt  &  Whitney  R-2800  “B” 
Series  engines.  Several  instances  of  ex¬ 
haust  valve  failures  have  occurred.  To 
correct  this  condition,  this  AD  requires 
replacement  of  the  original  exhaust 
valves  with  improved  valves. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  making  of  the  proposed 
rule  by  submitting  such  written  data, 
views,  or  arguments  as  they  may  desire. 
Communications  should  identify  the 
regulator^  docket  number  and  be  sub¬ 
mitted  in  duplicate  to  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Agency,  Office  of  the  General  Coun¬ 
sel,  Attention:  Rules  Docket,  800  Inde¬ 
pendence  Avenue,  SW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20553.  All  communications  re¬ 
ceived  on  or  before  April  13,  1964,  will 
be  considered  by  the  Administrator  be¬ 
fore  taking  action  upon  the  proposed 
rule.  The  proposals  contained  in  this 
notice  may  be  changed  in  the  light  of 
comments  received.  All  comments  will 
be  available,  both  before  and  after  the 
closing  date  for  comments,  in  the  Rules 
Docket  for  examination  by  interested 
persons. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under  the 
authority  of  sections  313(a),  601,  and 
603  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(72  Stat.  752,  775,  776;  49  U.S.C.  1354(a), 
1421,1423). 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it 
is  proposed  to  amend  §  507.10(a)  of  Part 
507  (14  CFR  Part  507),  by  adding  the 
following  airworthiness  directive: 

Pratt  &  Whitney.  Applies  to  all  Models 
R-2800-21,  -27,  -31,  -43,  -51,  -51M4. 
-59,  -63,  -71,  -75,  -75M2  and  -79  Series 
engines. 

Compliance  required  within  800  hours’  time 
In  service  after  the  effective  date  of  this  AD. 

Because  of  Instances  of  exhaust  valve  fall- 
tires,  replace  the  P/N  44764  exhaust  valves 
with  P/Ns  50724  or  158175  exhaust  valves. 
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Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  March  6, 
1964. 

W.  Lloyd  Lame, 

Acting  Director, 
Flight  Standards  Service. 

(FA.  Doc.  64-2488;  Filed,  Mar.  12,  1964; 
8:46  am.] 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

117  CFR  Part  270  1 

[Release  40-8922] 

REGISTERED  MANAGEMENT  INVEST- 
MENT  COMPANIES 

Proposed  Bonding  of  Officers  and 
Employees 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Se¬ 
curities  and  Exchange  Commission  has 
under  consideration  the  amendment  of 
17  CFR  270.17g-l  pursuant  to  sections 
17(g)  and  38(a)  of  the  Investment  Com¬ 
pany  Act  of  1940  (“Act”).  The  pro¬ 
posed  amendment  relates  to  notification 
to  be  sent  to  the  Commission  of  the 
cancellation,  termination  or  modification 
of,  or  of  any  claim  of  loss  under,  any 
fidelity  bond  issued  to  a  registerd  man¬ 
agement  investment  company  against 
larceny  or  embezzlement  by  one  or  more 
of  its  officers  and  employees. 

Section  17(g)  of  the  Act  authorizes 
the  Commission  to  require  by  rules  and 
regulations,  for  the  protection  of  in¬ 
vestors,  that  any  officer  and  any  em¬ 
ployee  of  a  registered  management  in¬ 
vestment  company  be  bonded  by  a  repu¬ 
table  fidelity  insurance  company  against 
larceny  or  embezzlement  if  such  officer 
or  employee  has  access,  singly  or  jointly 
with  others,  to  securities  or  funds  of  any 
registered  company,  either  directly  or 
through  authority  to  draw  upon  such 
funds  or  to  direct  generally  the  disposi¬ 
tion  of  such  securities. 

Section  270.17g-l,  as  now  in  effect,  in 
general,  requires  that  there  shall  be  fi¬ 
delity  bonds  in  such  reasonable  amount 
as  a  disinterested  majority  of  the  board 
of  directors  may  determine,  subject  to 
modification  by  the  Commission  as'  to 
the  amount,  type,  form  and  coverage 
of  such  bonds.  It  also  requires  that  a 
copy  of  the  bond  be  filed  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  that  the  investment  com¬ 
pany  notify  the  Commission  immediately 
upon  cancellation  or  termination  of  each 
such  bond. 

As  a  result  of  the  experience  gained  by 
the  Commission  in  its  administration 
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PROPOSED  RULE  MAKING 

and  enforcement  of  the  Act,  including 
the  experience  derived  from  staff  in¬ 
spections  of  registered  investment  com¬ 
panies,  it  appears  to  the  Commission 
that  its  existing  rule  may  require  amend¬ 
ment  to  include  provisions  which  will 
result  in  adequate  notice  to  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  the  event  of  cancellation, 
termination  or  modification  of  the  bond 
or  of  defalcation  by  an  officer  or  em¬ 
ployee  of  a  registered  investment  com¬ 
pany,  in  order  that  the  Commission  may 
be  in  a  position  to  reach  informed  judg¬ 
ments  with  respect  to  the  exercise  of 
the  powers  and  responsibilities  conferred 
on  the  Commission  by  the  Act.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  the  Commission  considers  that  it 
may  be  in  the  interest  of  investors  to 
amend  §  270.17g-l  to  provide  for  notifi¬ 
cation  to  the  Commission  by  the  fidelity 
insurance  company  in  the  event  of  can¬ 
cellation,  termination  or  modification  of, 
or  of  a  claim  of  loss  under,  the  bond. 
In  addition,  the  amended  rule  would 
require  that  the  board  of  directors  of 
the  investment  company  determine  the 
adequacy  of  the  bond  at  least  once  each 
year. 

The  text  of  §  270.17g-l  as  it  is  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  amended,  is  as  follows: 

§  270.17g—  1  Bonding  of  officers  and 
employees  of  registered  management 
investment  companies. 

(a)  Each  registered  management  in¬ 
vestment  company  shall  provide  and 
maintain  a  bond  issued  by  a  reputable 
fidelity  insurance  company,  authorized 
to  do  business  in  the  place  where  the 
bond  is  issued,  against  larceny  and  em¬ 
bezzlement,  covering  each  officer  and 
employee  of  the  investment  company, 
who  may  singly,  or  jointly  with  others, 
have  access  to  securities  or  funds  of  the 
company,  either  directly  or  through  au¬ 
thority  to  draw  upon  such  funds  or  to 
direct ^generally  the  disposition  of  such 
securities.  Such  bond  may  be  in  the 
form  of  an  individual  bond  for  each 
such  person  or  a  schedule  or  blanket 
bond  covering  all  such  persons  and  shall 
contain  provisions,  in  substance,  as  fol¬ 
lows:  The  insurance  company  issuing 
the  bond  shall  notify  the  Commission 
immediately  upon  the  cancellation,  ter¬ 
mination  or  modification  thereof  and  at 
the  same  time  shall  send  a  copy  of  such 
notification  personally  to  each  member 
of  tiie  board  of  directors  of  the  insured 
investment  company.  Within  fifteen 
days  after  the  filing  by  a  registered 
management  investment  company  of  a 
claim  for  loss  resulting  from  larceny  or 
embezzlement  by  any  officer  or  employee 
of  such  company,  the  insurance  company 


issuing  the  bond  shall  notify  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  writing  of  the  nature  and 
amount  of  any  such  claim.  At  the  time 
the  claim  is  settled,  the  insurance  com¬ 
pany  shall  send  a  copy  of  the  terms  of 
the  settlement  to  the  Commission. 

(b)  Each  such  bond  shall  be  in  such 
reasonable  amount  as  a  majority  of  the 
board  of  directors  of  the  investment  com¬ 
pany  who  are  not  such  officers  and  em¬ 
ployees  thereof  shall  determine,  with 
due  consideration  to  the  value  of  the 
aggregate  assets  of  such  company  to 
which  any  such  officer  or  employee  may 
have  access,  the  type  and  terms  of  the 
arrangements  made  for  the  custody  and 
safekeeping  of  such  assets,  and  the  na¬ 
ture  of  securities  in  the  company’s  port¬ 
folio.  This  determination  shall  be  made 
at  least  once  each  year.  Notwithstand¬ 
ing  any  such  determination  the  Com¬ 
mission  may  in  any  case,  by  order  after 
appropriate  notice  and  opportunity  for 
hearing,  prescribe  minimum  reasonable 
amounts,  including  the  type,  form  and 
coverage,  of  a  bond  or  bonds  for  each 
such  officer  and  employee  or  each  class 
of  such  officers  and  employees. 

(c)  A  copy  of  each  resolution  of  the 
board  of  directors  of  the  investment  com¬ 
pany  determining  the  amount,  type, 
form  and  coverage  of  each  such  bond 
and  a  copy  of  the  bond  and  of  each 
amendment  thereto  shall  be  filed  with 
the  Commission  within  ten  days  after 
tiie  execution  of  each  bond  together  with 
a  statement  by  an  officer  of  the  company 
as  to  the  period  for  which  the  premiums 
for  such  bond  have  been  paid. 

(d)  Where  the  investment  company 
is  an  unincorporated  company  managed 
by  a  depositor  or  investment  adviser,  the 
terms  “officer”  and  “employee”  shall  in¬ 
clude,  for  the  purposes  of  this  rule,  the 
depositor  or  investment  adviser  and  its 

'officers  and  employees. 

All  interested  persons  are  invited  to 
file,  in  triplicate,  views  and  comments 
with  respect  to  the  proposed  amendment. 
They  should  be  submitted  to  the  Securi¬ 
ties  and  Exchange  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  20549,  on  or  before  April  3, 
1964.  All  such  communications  should 
refer  to  Investment  Company  Act  Re¬ 
lease  No.  3922,  and  they  will  be  available 
for  public  inspection. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

March  3, 1964. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-2442;  Filed,  Mar.  12,  1964; 

8:46  am.] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 

Agency  for  International  Development 

[Delegation  of  Authority  36] 

ASSISTANT  SECRETARY  OF  STATE  FOR 
INTER-AMERICAN  AFFAIRS  AND 
U.S.  COORDINATOR  FOR  ALLIANCE 
FOR  PROGRESS 

Delegation  of  Authority 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  Delegation  of  Authority  No.  104,  as 
amended,  dated  November  3,  1961,  from 
the  Secretary  of  State  (26  P.R.  10608), 
I  hereby  delegate  to  the  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary  of  State  for  Inter-American  Affairs 
of  the  Department  of  State  and  U.S. 
Coordinator  for  the  Alliance  for  Prog¬ 
ress,  all  of  the  authorities  now  or  here¬ 
after  delegated  to  or  vested  in  the  As¬ 
sistant  Administrator  for  Latin  America 
of  the  Agency  for  International  Develop¬ 
ment  by  or  under  any  delegation  of  au¬ 
thority,  regulation,  directive,  notice  or 
other  issuance  of  the  Agency  for  Interna¬ 
tional  Development  or  any  other  agency 
of  competent  jurisdiction. 

This  delegation  of  authority  shall  be 
effective  immediately. 

Dated:  March  4,  1964. 

Davis  E.  Bell, 
Administrator. 

[FA.  Doc.  64-2456;  Filed,  Mar.  12,  1964; 
n  8:48  a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 
WASHINGTON 

Amended  Notice  of  Proposed  With¬ 
drawal  and  Reservation  of  Lands 

The  Forest  Service,  U.S.  Department 
of  Agriculture,  has  filed  an  amendment 
to  their  application,  Washington  0844, 
for  the  withdrawal  of  lands  described 
below,  from  all  forms  of  location,  pros¬ 
pecting,  or  entry  under  the  general  min¬ 
ing  laws.  The  applicant  desires  the  land 
for  recreational  purposes.  The  notice 
of  the  proposed  withdrawal  was  pub¬ 
lished  as  Federal  Register  Document  No. 
55-2634  on  pages  2037,  2038  and  2039 
of  the  issue  for  March  31, 1955. 

For  a  period  of  30  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice,  all  persons 
who  wish  to  submit  comments,  sugges¬ 
tions,  or  objections  in  connection  with 
the  proposed  withdrawal  may  present 
their  views  in  writing  to  the  undersigned 
officer  of  the  Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment,  Department  of  the  Interior,  680 
Bon  Marche  Building,  Spokane,  Wash¬ 
ington. 

The  authorized  officer  of  the  Bureau 
Qf  Land  Management  will  undertake 
such  investigations  as  are  necessary  to 
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determine  the  existing  and  potential  de¬ 
mand  for  the  lands  and  their  resources. 
He  will  also  undertake  negotiations  with 
the  applicant  agency  with  the  view  of 
adjusting  the  application  to  reduce  the 
area  to  the  minimum  essential  to  meet 
the  applicant’s  needs,  to  provide  for  the 
maximum  concurrent  utilization  of  the 
lands  for  purposes  other  than  the  ap¬ 
plicant’s,  to  eliminate  lands  needed  for 
purposes  more  essential  than  the  appli¬ 
cant’s,  and  to  reach  agreement  on  the* 
concurrent  management  of  the  lands 
and  their  resources. 

He  will  also  prepare  a  report  for  con¬ 
sideration  by  the  Secretary  of  the  In¬ 
terior  who  will  determine  whether  or  not 
the  lands  will  be  withdrawn  as  requested 
by  the  Forest  Service. 

The  determination  of  the  Secretary  on 
the  application  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register.  A  separate  notice  will 
be  sent  to  each  interested  party  of  record. 

If  circumstances  warrant  it,  a  public 
hearing  will  be  held  at  a  convenient  time 
and  place,  which  will,  be  announced. 

The  applicant  agency  desires  to  amend 
their  application  to  include  the  following 
lands: 

Willamette  Meridian 

GIFFORD  PINCHOT  NATIONAL  FOREST 

Government  Mineral  Springs  Recreation  Area 
Addition 

T.  5  N.,  R.  6  E.,  Unsurveyed, 

Sec.  25.  N%SEft,  SE%SEft. 

Iron  Creek  Recreation  Area  Addition 

T.  II  N.,  R.7E., 

Sec.  18,  Lot  5. 

Mosquito  Lakes  Guard  Station  and 
Recreation  Area  Addition 

T.  7  N.,  R.  8  E.,  Unsurveyed, 

Sec.  1,  W%NWV4. 

Tower  Rock  Administrative  Site  and 
Recreation  Area  Addition 

T.  11  N.,  R.  8  E.,  Unsurveyed, 

Sec.  18,  SWKSEK  excluding  patented  HES 
50  and  179. 

Aggregate  area — 253.95  acres,  approxi¬ 
mately. 

Mount  Baker  National  Forest 
Pilchuck  Road  Roadside-Zone  Addition 

A  strip  of  land  165  feet  ozf  each  side  of  the 
surveyed  center  line  of  said  road  through 
the  following  subdivisions: 

T.  30  N.,  R.  8  E„  ✓ 

Sec.  15,  SW  K; 

Sec.  16,  SK; 

Sec.  18,  SKSEKSEK- 

Lake  Kelcema  Organization  Campsite 
Addition 

T.  30  N..R.9E., 

Sec.  1,  Ny2SWKSWK- 

South  Fork  Stillaguamish  Highway  Road 
vZone  Addition 

A  strip  of  land  330  feet  on  each  side  of  the 
surveyed  center  line  of  said  road  through  the 
foUowing  subdivisions: 

T.  30  N.,  R.  10  E., 

Sec.  22,  Ni/2SWK,  SEKSWK,  SWKSEK. 


Sunnyside-Red  Bridge  Recreation  Area 

T.  30  N..R.9E., 

Sec.21,N%SV4. 

Baker  Hot  Springs  Recreation  Area 

T.  38  N.,  R.  9  E.,  Unsurveyed, 

Sec.  20,  SWKNWKSWK* 

Dans  Creek  Road  Roadside-Zone  Addition 

A  strip  of  land  165  feet  on  each  side  the 
surveyed  center  line  of  said  road  through  the 
following  subdivisions : 

T.  31  N.,R.  10  E., 

Sec.  l.SWKSWK: 

Sec.  2,  NEKSEK.  SKSEKl 
Sec.4,S%SE%; 

'  Sec.9,NEKNEK: 

Sec.  10,  NWy4,  N%NEV4; 

Sec.  11,  NW»4,  W&NEV4,  SEKNEK.  Ny2- 
SEK; 

Sec.  12.NWK.NKSWK.SWKSWK- 
T.  32  N.,  R.  10  E„ 

Sec.  17,  Lots  3. 8.  Sy2NWK: 

Sec.  18,  E^NW}4,  NEKSEK,  SKNEK. 
SE  K  NE  K  NE  Vi ,  SE  ‘4  NE  >/4  NE  y4  NE  K . 

Whitechuck  Road  Roadside-Zone  Addition 

A  strip  of  land  330  feet  on  each  side  of  the 
surveyed  center  line  of  said  road  through  the 
following  subdivisions: 

T.  31  N.,  R.  10  E., 

Sec.  13,  S%NE K,  N^SEK.  SWKSEK,  Ny2 
swk.se  y4swy4; 

Sec.  14,  Lot  12. 

T.  31  N.,  R.  11  E., 

Sec.  14.  SEKSEK.  Ny2SEK,  Sy2NEy4, 
nekswk.  sy2Nwy4,Nwy4Nwy4; 

Sec.  15,  NEy4,  NKSWK.  S^NWy4,  NEK 
•  Nwy4; 

Sec.  16,  Ny2SEK,  Sy2NEK,  NWKNEK, 

nwk; 

Sec.  17,  nk; 

Sec’.  18’,  NEK.  SKNWK.  NEftNWK. 
Kennedy  Hot  Springs  Recreation  Area 
T.  30  N.,  R.  12  E., 

Sec.  1,  EKSEKNEK- 
T.  30  N.,  R.  13  E., 
sec.  6.WKSWKNWK. 

Sloan  Creek  Recreation  Area  Addition 
T  30  N  R  12  E 

Sec.  29,  EKNEKSWK.  WKNWKSEK- 
Aggregate  area — 1,835  acres,  approximately. 

OLYMPIC  NATIONAL  FOREST 

Snider  Recreation  Area  Addition 

T.  30  N.,  R.  11  W., 

Sec.  28,  Lot  1. 

South  Sitkum  Recreation  Area  Addition 

T.  28  N.,  R.  12  W., 

Sec.  6,  Lot  3. 

Aggregate  area — 41.02  acres. 

Total  aggregate  area — 2,129.97  acres,  ap¬ 
proximately. 

JohkE.  Burt,  Jr., 

'  Officer  in  Charge. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-2451;  Filed,  Mar.  12,  1964; 
8:47  a.m.] 


Geological  Survey 
ALASKA 

Outer  Continental  Shelf;  Geological 
and  Geophysical  Exploration 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  any  person, 
as  defined  in  section  2(d)  *of  the  Outer 

3369 


3370 


NOTICES 


Continental  Shelf  Lands  Act  of  August 
7,  1953  (67  Stat.  462) ,  is  hereby  author¬ 
ized  to  conduct  geological  and  geophys¬ 
ical  explorations  in  that  part  of  the 
Outer  Continental  Shelf  seaward  of  the 
submerged  lands  of  the  State  of  Alaska 
upon  condition  (1)  that  he  obtain  a 
permit  for  such  operations  from  the 
Regional  Oil  and  Gas  Supervisor  of  the 
United  States  Geological  Survey,  An¬ 
chorage,  Alaska,  (2)  that  his  operations 
shall  be  confined  to  such  area  or  areas 
as  may  be  designated  in  the  permit,  and 
(3)  that  for  the  protection  and  conser¬ 
vation  of  aquatic  life  he  files  with  the 
said  Regional  Oil  and  Gas  Supervisor 
his  stipulation  agreeing  to  comply  with 
such  requirements  governing  the 
methods  of  and  restrictions  upon  geolog¬ 
ical  and  geophysical  explorations  in  the 
designated  area  or  areas  as  are  accept¬ 
able  to  the  Regional  Oil  and  Gas  Super¬ 
visor. 

The  Regional  Oil  and  Gas  Supervisor 
is  authorized  to  cooperate  with  the  State 
authorities  and  to  utilize  State  inspec¬ 
tion  services  for  the  protection  of  aquatic 
life,  r- 

This  general  authorization  to  conduct 
geological  and  geophysical  explorations 
shall  become  effective  10  days  after  pub¬ 
lication  and  is  subject  to  termination 
upon  not  less  than  60  days  notice  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register.  The 
authorization  to  conduct  such  explora¬ 
tions  may  be  terminated  as  to  any  person 
upon  reasonable  notice.  Any  party  con¬ 
ducting  this  type  of  exploration  obtains 
no  preference  to  an  oil  and  gas  lease. 
(Sec.  11.  Stat.  409;  43  UJ9.C.  1340) 

Dated:  March  7, 1964. 

Stewart  L.  Udall, 
Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

(Fit.  Doc.  64-2460;  Filed,  Mar.  12,  1964; 

8:47  am.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

RICHARD  V.  FORD 

Statement  of  Changes  in  Financial 
Interests 

In  accordance  with  the  requirements 
of  section  710(b)  (6)  of  the  Defense 
Production  Act  of  1950,  as  amended, 
and  Executive  Order  10647  of  November 
28,  1955,  the  following  changes  have 
taken  place  in  my  financial  interests  as 
reported  in  the  Federal  Register  during 
the  past  six  months: 

A.  Deletions:  No  change. 

B.  Additions:  No  change. 

This  statement  Is  made  as  of  February 
24,  1964. 

Dated:  February  24,  1964. 

Richard  V.  Ford. 

(F.R.  Doc.  64-2469;  Filed,  Mar.  12.  1964; 
8:4S  am.] 


MARVIN  S.  PLANT 

Statement  of  Changes  hi  Financial 
Interests 

In  accordance  with  the  requirements 
of  section  710(b)  (6)  of  the  Defense  Pro¬ 
duction  Act  of  1950,  as  amended,  and 
Executive  Order  10647  of  November  28, 
1955,  the  following  changes  have  taken 
place  in  my  financial  interests  as  re¬ 
ported  in  the  Federal  Register  during 
the  past  six  months : 

A.  Deletions:  No  change. 

B.  Additions:  No  change. 

This  statement  is  made  as  of  Febru¬ 
ary  15, 1964. 

Dated:  February  17,  1964. 

Marvin  S.  Plant. 

[Fit.  Doc.  64-2470;  Filed.  Mar.  12,  1964; 
8:48  am.] 

RICHARD  P.  STEINER 

Statement  of  Changes  in  Financial 
Interests 

In  accordance  with  the  requirements 
of  section  710(b)  (6)  of  the  Defense  Pro¬ 
duction  Act  of  1950,  as  amended,  and 
Executive  Order  .  10647  of  November  28, 
1955,  the  following  changes  have  taken 
place  in  my  financial  interests  as  report¬ 
ed  in  the  Federal  Register  during  the 
past  six  months: 

A.  Deletions:  No  change. 

B.  Additions:  No  change. 

This  statement  is  made  as  of  Febru¬ 
ary  21, 1964. 

Dated:  February  24,  1964. 

Richard  P.  Steiner. 

[FJt.  Doc.  64-2471;  Filed,  March.  12,  1964; 
8:49  am.]  - 

ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  50-170] 

ARMED  FORCES  RADIOBIOLOGY 
RESEARCH  INSTITUTE 

Notice  of  Issuance  of  Facility  License 
Amendment 

Please  take  notice  that  the  Atomic 
Energy  Commission  has  issued,  effective 
as  of  the  date  of  issuance.  Amendment 
No.  3,  set  forth  below,  to  Facility  License 
No.  R-84.  The  license  authorizes  Armed 
Forces  Radiobiology  Research  Institute 
to  operate  its  DASA-TRIGA  Mark  F 
nuclear  reactor  located  on  the  National 
Naval  Medical  Center  site  in  Bethesda, 
Maryland.  The  amendment  increases  to 
4.5  kilograms  from  4.0  kilograms  the 
amount  of  uranium-235  which  Armed 
Forces  Radiobiology  Research  Institute 
is  authorized  to  receive,  possess,  and  use 
in  connection  with  operation  of  the 
reactor. 

The  Commission  has  found  that : 

(1)  Operation  of  the  reactor  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  license  as  amended 


will  not  present  undue  hazard  to  the 
health  and  safety  of  the  public  and  will 
not  be  inimical  to  the  common  defense 
and  security; 

(2)  The  application  for  amendment 
complies  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended, 
and  the  Commission’s  regulations  set 
forth  in  Title  10,  Chapter  1,  CFR; 

(3)  Prior  public  notice  of  proposed  is¬ 
suance  of  this  amendment  is  not  required 
since  the  amendment  does  not  involve 
significant  hazard  considerations  dif¬ 
ferent  from  those  previously  evaluated. 

Within  fifteen  (15)  days  from  the 
date  of  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register,  the  applicant  may  file 
a  request  for  a  hearing,  and  any  person 
whose  interest  may  be  affected  by  this 
proceeding  may  file  a  petition  for  leave 
to  intervene.  Requests  for  a  hearing  and 
petitions  to  intervene  shall  be  filed  in 
accordance  with  the  Commission’s  regu¬ 
lation  ( 10  CFR  Part  2) .  If  a  request  for 
a  hearing  or  a  petition  for  leave  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  prescribed 
in  this  notice,  the  Commission  will  issue 
a  notice  of  hearing  or  an  appropriate 
order. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
amendment,  see  (1)  a  related  hazards 
analysis  prepared  by  the  Test  and  Power 
Reactor  Safety  Branch  of  the  Division 
of  Licensing  and  Regulation,  and  (2)  the 
licensee's  application  for  license  amend¬ 
ment  dated  February  17,  1964,  both  of 
which  are  available  for  public  inspection 
at  the  Commission’s  Public  Document 
Room,  1717  H  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  A  copy  of  item  (1)  above  may  be 
obtained  at  the  Commission’s  Public 
Document  Room  or  upon  request,  ad¬ 
dressed  to  the  Atomic  Energy  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.,  20545,  Attention: 
Director,  Division  of  Licensing  and 
Regulation. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  M<L,  this  3d  day  of 
March  1964. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

Saul  Levine, 

Chief ,  Test  and  Power  Reactor 
Safety  Branch,  Division  of 
Licensing  and  Regulation. 

Armed  Forces  Radxobxology  Research 
Institute 

DOCjrar  NO.  BO-170 

Amendment  to  Facility  License 

License  No.  R-M 
Amendment  No.  3 

License  No.  R-84,  as  amended.  Issued  to 
Armed  Forces  Radiobiology  Research  Insti¬ 
tute  is  hereby  amended  in  accordance  with 
the  application  amendment  dated  Febru¬ 
ary  17,  1964,  in  the  following  respects: 

Paragraph  3J9.  of  license  No.  R-84  is  re¬ 
vised  in  its  entirety  to  read  as  follows: 

3.B — Pursuant  to  the  Act  and  Title  10, 
CFR,  Chapter  X,  Part  70,  “Special  Nuclear 
Material”  to  receive,  possess,  and  use  up  to 
4.5  kilograms  of  contained  uranium  235  for 
use  in  connection  with  operation  of  the 
reactor. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 


3371 


Friday,  March  IB,  1964 

This  amendment  is  effective  as  of  the  date 
of  issuance. 

Date  of  issuance:  March  8, 1984. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

Saul  Levine, 

Chief,  Test  and  Power  Reactor 
Safety  Branch,  Division  of  Li¬ 
censing  and  Regulation. 


|F.R.  Doc.  64-2469;  Filed,  Mar. 

8:48  am.] 


12,  1964; 


[Docket  No.  60-193] 

RHODE  ISLAND  AND  PROVIDENCE 

PLANTATIONS  ATOMIC  ENERGY 

COMMISSION 

Notice  of  Extension  of  Completion 
Date 

Please  take  notice  that  the  Atomic 
Energy  Commission  has  issued  an  order 
extending  to  May  30, 1964,  the  latest  com¬ 
pletion  date  specified  in  Construction 
Permit  No.  CPRRr-73  for  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  a  one  megawatt  thermal  pool-type 
nuclear  reactor  at  Fort  Kearney  in  Nar- 
ragansett,  Rhode  Island. 

Copies  of  the  Commission’s  order  and 
the  application  for  extension  filed  by 
Rhode  Island  and  Providence  Planations 
Atomic  Energy  Commission  are  available 
for  public  inspection  at  the  Commission’s 
Public  Document  Room,  1717  H  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  6th  day 
of  March  1964. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

R.  Lowenstein, 
Director,  Division  of 
Licensing  and  Regulation. 


[PR.  Doc. 


64-2460;  Filed, 
8:48  a.m.] 


Mar.  12,  1964; 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[Docket  No.  14946;  Order  E-20562] 

INTERNATIONAL  AIR  TRANSPORT 
ASSOCIATION 

Agreement  Regarding  Rates 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C., 
on  the  10th  day  of  March  1964. 

An  agreement  adopted  by  Joint  Con¬ 
ference  1-2  of  the  International  Air 
Transport  Association  relating  to  rates; 
Docket  No.  14945,  Agreement  C.A.B. 
17479,  R-30. 

There  has  been  filed  with  the  Board, 
pursuant  to  section  412(a)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (the  Act)  and 
Part  261  of  the  Board’s  Economic  Regu¬ 
lations,  an  agreement  between  various 
air  carriers,  foreign  air  carriers,  and 
other  carriers,  embodied  in  the  resolu¬ 
tions  of  Joint  Conference  1-2  of  the 
nternational  Air  Transport  Association 
iiATA) ,  and  adopted  by  mail  vote.  The 
agreement  has  been  assigned  the  above- 
designated  C.A.B.  Agreement  number. 

*he  agreement  amends  Resolution 
in  "^ommodity  Rates  Board,  regard- 
g  the  Intermediate  Point  Rule,  to 
Permit  the  application  of  specified  com¬ 


modity  rates  to  intermediate  points 
within  the  United  Kingdom. 

The  Board,  acting  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tions  102,  204(a),  and  412  of  the  Act, 
does  not  find  Resolution  JT12(Mail 
355)590,  which  is  incorporated  in  the 
above-described  agreement,  to  be  ad¬ 
verse  to  the  public  interest  or  in  viola¬ 
tion  of  the  Act. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That, 
Agreement  C.A.B.  17479,  R-30,  be  and 
hereby  is  approved. 

Any  air  carrier  party  to  the  agree¬ 
ment,  or  any  interested  person,  may, 
within  15  days  from  the  date  of  service 
of  this  order,  submit  statements  in  writ¬ 
ing  containing  reasons  deemed  appro¬ 
priate,  together  with  supporting  data, 
in  support  of  or  in  opposition  to  the 
Board’s  action  herein.  An  original  and 
nineteen  copies  of  the  statements  should 
be  filed  with  the  Board’s  Docket  Section. 
The  Board  may,  upon  consideration  of 
any  such  statements  filed,  modify  or 
rescind  its  action  herein  by  subsequent 
order. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal]  Harold  R.  Sanderson, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-2472;  Filed,  Mar.  12,  1964; 

8:49  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  14945;  Order  E-20563] 

INTERNATIONAL  AIR  TRANSPORT 
ASSOCIATION 

Agreement  Regarding  Specific 
Commodity  Rates 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C., 
on  the  10th  day  of  March  1964. 

An  agreement  adopted  by  Joint  Con¬ 
ference  1-2  of  the  International  Air 
Transport  Association  relating  to  specific 
commodity  rates;  Docket  No.  14945, 
Agreement  C.A.B.  17633,  R-2. 

There  has  been  filed  with  the  Board, 
pursuant  to  section  412(a)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (the  Act)  and 
Part  261  of  the  Board’s  Economic  Regula¬ 
tions,  an  agreement  between  various  air 
carriers,  foreign  air  carriers,  and  other 
carriers  embodied  in  the  resolutions  of 
Joint  Conference  1-2  of  the  International 
Air  Transport  Association  (IATA) ,  and 
adopted  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
Resolution  590t  (Extension  of  Commod¬ 
ity  Rates) . 

The  agreement,  adopted  pursuant  to 
unprotested  notices  to  the  carriers, 
names  an  additional  specific  commodity 
rate  as  follows: 

Item  8421 — Films,  unexposed. 

Rate:  331  cents  per  kilogram,  minimum 
weight  200  kilograms,  from  New  York/Bofffc 
ton  to  Johannesburg. 

The  Board,  acting  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tions  102,  204(a)  and  412  of  the  Act, 
does  not  find  the  above-described  agree¬ 
ment  to  be  adverse  to  the  public  inter¬ 
est  or  in  violation 'of  the  Act,  provided 
that  approval  thereof  is  conditioned  as 
hereinafter  ordered: 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That  Agree¬ 
ment  CA..B.  17633,  R-2,  is  approved  pro¬ 


vided  that  such  approval  shall  not  con¬ 
stitute  approval  of  the  specific  com¬ 
modity  description  contained  therein  for 
purposes  of  tariff  publication. 

Any  air  carrier  party  to  the  agree¬ 
ment,  or  any  interested  person,  may, 
within  15  days  from  the  date  of  service 
of  this  order,  submit  statements  in  writ¬ 
ing  containing  reasons  deemed  appro¬ 
priate,  together  with  supporting  data,  in 
support  of  or  in  opposition  to  the  Board’s 
action  herein.  An  original  and  nine¬ 
teen  copies  of  the  statements  should  be 
filed  with  the  Board’s  Docket  Section. 
The  Board  may,  upon  consideration  of 
any  such  statements  filed,  modify  or  re¬ 
scind  its  action  herein  by  subsequent 
order. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal]  Harold  R.  Sanderson, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-2473;  Filed,  Mar.  12,  1964; 

8:49  am.] 


CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 

CERTAIN  POSITIONS  IN  JUNEAU, 
ALASKA 

Cancellation  of  Special  Salary  Rates 

Effective  at  the  beginning  of  the  first 
pay  period  which  commences  on  or  after 
April  1,  1964,  special  salary  rates  for  the 
following  positions  in  Juneau,  Alaska, 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
October  8, 1960,  page  9689,  are  cancelled: 

Card  Punch  Operator,  G8-356-3 
Electric  Accounting  Machine  Operator,  GS- 
359-3  and  5 

Electric  Accounting  Machine  Project  Plan¬ 
ner,  GS-362-5 

The  pay  of  an  employee  on  the  rolls 
in  the  special  rates  will  be  adjusted  to 
the  rate  on  the  regular  range  for  his 
grade  which  is  equal  in  dollar  amount 
to  his  existing  rate,  or  if  there  is  no  equal 
dollar  amount,  the  lowest  rate  which  will 
not  result  in  a  pay  decrease.  If  an  em¬ 
ployee  is  currently  paid  a  rate  on  one  of 
these  special  ranges  which  is  in  excess 
of  the  maximum  rate  for  the  grade  on 
the  regular  rate  range,  he  will  continue 
to  receive  his  existing  rate  as  a  rate 
above  the  maximum  for  the  grade. 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  V.  Wenzel, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-2468;  Filed,  Mar.  12,  1964; 
8:48  a.m.] 


FEDERAL  AVIATION  AGENCY 

[OE  Docket  No.  64-EA-3] 

E.  ANTHONY  AND  SONS,  INC. 

Determination  of  Hazard  to  Air 
Navigation 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  has  cir¬ 
cularized  the  following  proposal  for  aero¬ 
nautical  comment  and  has  conducted  a 


8372 


NOTICES 


study  (EA-OE-3884 )  to  determine  its 
effect  upon  the  safe  and  efficient  utilisa¬ 
tion  of  navigable  airspace. 

E.  Anthony  and  Sons,  Inc.,  New  Bed¬ 
ford,  Massachusetts,  proposes  to  increase 
by  154  feet  the  height  erf  an  existing 
radio  antenna  structure  near  West  Yar¬ 
mouth,  Massachusetts,  at  latitude  41* 
38'07"  north,  longitude  70°  14 '06"  west. 
The  new  overall  height  of  the  structure 
would  be  371  feet  above  mean  sea  level 
(366  feet  above  ground). 

The  proposed  structure  would  be  lo¬ 
cated  approximately  16,000  feet  south¬ 
east  of  the  southeast  end  of  runway 
15/33  at  Barnstable  Airport  and  would  be 
within  the  boundaries  of  VOR  Federal 
airways  Nos.  141  and  167.  It  would  ex¬ 
ceed  the  standards  for  determining  haz¬ 
ards  to  air  navigation  as  defined  in 
8  77.22(a)(2),  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  by  166  feet  since  it  would  be 
more  than  200  feet  above  ground  at  the 
site  of  construction. 

The  aeronautical  study  disclosed  that 
the  structure  would  be  located  approxi¬ 
mately  1,000  feet  inland  from  the  south 
shoreline  of  Cape  Cod,  and  one  mile  east 
of  a  direct  route  between  Nantucket, 
Massachusetts,  and  Barnstable,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  Airports  just  outside  the  Hyan- 
nis  Control  Zone.  The  shoreline  is  a 
natural  visual  flight  rules  route  around 
Cape  Cod  Bay  and  along  the  north  side 
of  Nantucket  Sound.  Since  most  VFR 
pilots  are  reluctant  to  fly  over  water  for 
an  extended  period  of  time,  aircraft  op¬ 
erating  from  Pro vince town,  Massachu¬ 
setts,  Airport  and  other  airports  on  the 
east  side  of  the  bay  will  generally  use 
the  shoreline  as  a  visual  navigational  aid. 
When  en  route  to  the  mainland,  if 
visibility  is  restricted,  these  aircraft  will 
cross  to  the  south  side  of  Cape  Cod  to 
avoid  Otis  Air  Force  Base  with  its  as¬ 
sociated  climb  corridor  and  restricted 
area.  The  south  shoreline  is  also  com¬ 
monly  used  by  aircraft  flying  between  the ' 
Chatham,  Massachusetts,  Airport  and  the 
mainland. 

The  route  between  Nantucket  and 
Barnstable  is  frequently  used  by  VFR 
aircraft.  Sea  fog  conditions,  which  are 
peculiar  to  this  area,  often  cause  aircraft 
en  route  from  Nantucket  to  hold  in  the 
vicinity  of  the  tower  site,  clear  of  the 
control  zone,  while  awaiting  a  special 
VFR  clearance  to  proceed  inland  to  the 
Barnstable  Airport.  These  aircraft  may 
fly  lower  than  500  feet  so  as  to  maintain 
visual  contact  with  a  specific  location. 
It  is  recorded  in  the  Agency  publication 
Air  Traffic  Patterns  for  VFR  General 
Aviation,  that  during  fiscal  year  1962 
approximately  880  flight  plans  were  filed 
for  aircraft  planning  flight  between  these 
two  airports. 

The  study  further  disclosed  that  there 
were  1,587  instrument  operations  at 
Barnstable  Airport  for  the  period  June 
through  September  1963.  Of  this  num¬ 
ber  approximately  80  percent  or  1,270 
were  conducted  as  special  VFR  opera¬ 
tions. 

Based  upon  the  aeronautical  study,  it 
is  the  finding  of  the  Agency  that  the 
proposed  structure  would  have  a  substan¬ 
tial  adverse  effect  upon  aeronautical  op¬ 


erations  in  the  area  southeast  of  Barns¬ 
table  Airport  and  along  the  south  shore¬ 
line  of  Cape  Cod,  since  at  the  proposed 
height  it  would  be  detrimental  to  the 
safety  of  aircraft  in  flight. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator 
(S  77.37  (New) ) ,  it  is  found  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  structure  would  have  a  substantial 
adverse  effect  upon  the  safe  and  effi¬ 
cient  utilization  of  navigable  airspace; 
and  it  is  hereby  determined  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  structure  would  be  a  hazard  to  air 
navigation. 

This  determination  is  effective  and 
will  become  final  30  days  after  the  date 
of  issuance  unless  an  appeal  is  filed  un¬ 
der  8  77.39  (New))  27  Fit.  10352).  If 
the  appeal  is  denied,  the  determination 
will  then  become  final  as  of  the  date  of 
thedenial  or  30  days  after  the  issuance  of 
the  determination,  whichever  is  later. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  March 
4,  1964. 

George  R.  Borsari, 

Chief,  Obstruction  Evaluation  Branch. 

[FH.  Doc.  64-2430;  Filed,  Mar.  12,  1964; 
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[Docket  Noe.  16312-16315;  FCC  64M-196] 

ALL-FLORIDA  COMMUNICATIONS 
CO.  ET  AL. 

Order  Continuing  Hearing 

In  re  applications  of  Alan  H.  Rosenson, 
d/b  as  All-Florida  Communications 
Company,  Docket  No.  15312,  File  No. 
2437-C2-MP-63,  for  modification  of  a 
construction  permit  for  station  K3N645 
in  the  Domestic  Public  Land  Mobile 
-Radio  Service  at  Miami,  Florida;  Ben¬ 
jamin  Cutler,  Docket  No.  15313,  File  No. 
3320-C2-P-63,  for  a  construction  permit 
in  the  Domestic  Public  Land  Mobile  Radio 
Service  at  Miami,  Florida;  Abe  Schon- 
feld,  d/b  as  Tel-Car,  Docket  No.  15314, 
File  No.  3536-C2-P-63,  for  a  construction 
permit  for  station  KEB527  in  the  Domes¬ 
tic  Public  Land  Mobile  Radio  Service  at 
Miami,  Florida;  Professional  Radio  Serv¬ 
ice  Corporation,  Docket  No.  15315,  File 
No.  5080-C2-P-63,  for  a  construction  per¬ 
mit  in  the  Domestic  Public  Land  Mobile 
Radio  Service  at  Miami,  Florida. 

As  a  result  of  an  agreement  reached  at 
a  hearing  conference  held  March  4, 1964, 
in  the  above-entitled  proceeding:  It  is 
ordered.  This  6th  day  of  March  1964,  that 
the  hearing  originally  scheduled  to  com¬ 
mence  April  2, 1964,  is  hereby  rescheduled 
to  commence  at  10:00  a.m.,  May  12, 1964, 
in  the  Commission’s  offices,  Washington, 
QC. 

Released :  March  9, 1964. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[FJEl.  Doc.  64-2475;  Filed.  Mar.  12,  1964; 
8:49  ajxx.] 


[Docket  No.  15662;  ICC  64-1971 

GRAYSON  ENTERPRISES,  INC. 

Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order 

Designating  Application  for  Hear¬ 
ing  on  Stated  Issues 

In  re  application  of  Grayson  Enter¬ 
prises,  Incorporated,  Big  Spring,  Texas, 
Docket  No.  15362,  File  No.  BPCT-3029; 
for  construction  permit  to  increase 
power,  change  transmitter  site,  and  make 
other  changes  in  facilities  of  Station 
KWAB-TV  (formerly  KEDY-TV) ,  Big 
Spring,  Texas. 

1.  The  Commission  has  before  it  for 
consideration:  (a)  The  above-captioned 
application  of  Grayson  Enterprises,  in. 
corporated  (Grayson),  licensee  of  Sta¬ 
tion  KWAB-TV  (formerly  KEDY-TV), 
Channel  4,  Big  Spring,  Texas;  (b)  “Peti¬ 
tion  to  Deny”  filed  June  4,  1962,  by 
Midessa  Television  Co.,  Inc.  (Midessa), 
licensee  of  Station  KMID-TV,  Channel  2, 
Midland,  Texas;  (c)  “Petition  to  Deny” 
filed  June  6,  1962,  by  Midland  Telecast¬ 
ing  Company  (Midland),  permittee  of 
Station  KDCD-TV,  Channel  18,  Midland, 
Texas;  (d)  “Petition  to  Deny”  filed  June 
6, 1962,  by  Southwest  States,  Inc.  (South¬ 
west),  licensee  of  Station  KOSA-TV, 
Channel  7,  Odessa,  Texas;  (e)  “Opposi¬ 
tion  to  Petitions  to  Deny”  filed  July  16, 
1962,  by  Grayson *■;  (f )  Reply  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  4,  1962,  by  Southwest  to  (e), 
above;  (g)  Reply  filed  September  4, 1962, 
by  Midessa  to  (e) ,  above. 

2.  By  its  application,  Grayson  seeks 
authority  to  change  the  site  of  the  trans¬ 
mitter  of  Station  KWAB-TV  from  Big 
Spring  to  a  point  approximately  22  miles 
southwest  of  Big  Spring  and  16  miles 
southeast  of  Midland,  Texas,  to  increase 
power  from  12.9  kw  to  100  kw,  to  in¬ 
crease  antenna  height  from  380  feet  to 
1,124  feet,  and  to  make  other  changes. 
The  applicant  would  continue  to  main¬ 
tain  its  studio  in  Big  Spring.  Operating 
as  proposed,  Station  KWAB-TV  would, 
for  the  first  time,  place  a  signal  intensity 
of  74  dbu  over  Midland  and  a  Grade  A 
signal  over  Odessa.  Station  KWAB-TV 
is  presently  operated  as  a  semi-satellite 
of  Station  KLBK-TV  (formerly  KDUB- 
TV) ,  Lubbock,  Texas,  and,  according  to 
the  licensee,  is  operating  at  a  profit. 
The  licensee  also  owns  and  controls  Sta¬ 
tion  KSYD-TV,  Wichita  Falls,  Texas, 
and  owns  the  facilities  of  Station  KPAR- 
TV,  Sweetwater,  Texas.  The  facilities 
of  Station  KPAR-TV  are  leased  by  Gray¬ 
son  to  Texas  Key  Broadcasters,  Inc., 
and  Grayson  has  no  control  over  the 
operation  of  that  station,  although  Sta¬ 
tion  KPAR-TV  picks  up  its  network  pro¬ 
gramming  from  Station  KLBK-TV, 
Lubbock. 

3.  Station  KWAB-TV  is  the  only  tele¬ 
vision  broadcast  station  in  Big  Spring, 
and  its  present  City  Grade  contour  is  con¬ 
fined  to  Howard  County,  in  which  Big 
Spring  is  located,  and  a  small  portion  of 
northern  Glasscock  County.  Station 
KWAB-TV  now  places  a  Grade  B  signal 
over  Midland,  Texas.  The  Midland- 

1  The  applicant  and  each  of  the  petitioner* 
requested,  and  were  granted,  extensions  oi 
time  within  which  to  file  various  pleading*. 
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Odessa  area  presently  receives  television 
service  from  three  VHF  stations  (KMID- 
TV,  Channel  2,  Midland;  KOSA-TV, 
Channel  7,  Odessa;  and  KVKM-TV, 
Channel  9,  Monahans,  Texas).  In  ad¬ 
dition,  there  is  one  UHF  station  (KDCD- 
TV,  Channel  18,  Midland)  authorized  but 
not  operating. 

4.  Petitioners  allege  standing  as  parties 
in  interest  under  the  doctrine  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Communications  Commission  v. 
Sanders  Brothers  Radio  Station,  309 
U.S.  470  (1940)  on  the  basis  that,  as  li¬ 
censees  and/or  permittees  in  the  area, 
they  will  suffer  economic  injury  because 
of  the  division  of  available  revenues  in 
the  area,  in  the  event  of  a  grant  of  the 
Grayson  application.  Concerning  the 
merits  of  the  proposal,  the  petitioners’ 
allegations  may  be  briefly  summarized 
as  follows:  '(1)  The  proposed  move  of 
Station  KWAB-TV  in  the  direction  of 
Midland  and  Odessa  would,  violate  the 
provisions  of  3  73.685(a)  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  because,  operating  as  pro¬ 
posed,  Station  KWAB-TV  would  not 
place  a  74  dbu  signal  over  the  entire  city 
of  Big  Spring;  (2)  the  proposed  move 
would  violate  3  73.685(b)  of  the  rules  be¬ 
cause  of  shadow  losses  and  the  failure  of 
a  line-of -sight  from  the  antenna  over 
Big  Spring;  (3)  the  proposal  represents 
an  attempt  by  Grayson  to  make  Station 
KWAB-TV  a  Midland-Odessa  station 
rather  than  a  Big  Spring  station,  in 
contravention  of  3  73.606(b)  of  the  rules; 
(4)  the  proposed  move  would  result  in  a 
substantial  increase  of  the  existing  over¬ 
lap  between  Stations  KWAB-TV  and 
KLBK-TV  (Lubbock)  and  the  appli¬ 
cant’s  ownership  and  control  of  Sta¬ 
tions  KWAB-TV,  KLBK-TV,  and 
KSYD-TV,  all  in  western  Texas,  would 
constitute  a  concentration  of  control,  all 
in  contravention  of  3  73.636  of  the  rules. 
It  is  also  charged  that  the  applicant  has 
successfully  negotiated  for  an  ABC  af- 

I  filiation  because  of  the  “dominant  posi¬ 
tion”  which  it  enjoys  by  virtue  of  its  al¬ 
leged  concentration  of  control;  (5)  the 
proposed  move  would  introduce  another 
VHF  service  into  the  Midland-Odessa 
area,  an  area  already  receiving  a  multi¬ 
plicity  of  VHF  service,  and  would  leave 
the  underserved  area  northeast  of  Big 
Spring  without  adequate  service,  all  in 
contravention  of  section  307(b)  of  the 
Communications  Act;  (6)  there  has  been 
no  showing  that  the  applicant’s  program 
proposal  would  meet  the  needs  and  inter¬ 
ests  of  the  area  proposed  to  be  served; 
and,  finally,  (7)  based  on  past  experi¬ 
ence,  the  combined  total  revenues  for  the 
three  VHF  stations  in  the  Midland- 
Odessa  area  have  not  exceeded  approxi¬ 
mately  $1,525,000  per  year,  whereas,  on 
the  basis  of  the  average  annual  expenses 
of  Station  KOSA-TV,  the  combined 
total  annual  expenses  of  the  three  sta¬ 
tions  may  be  estimated  at  approximately 
$2,280,000.  Thus,  it  is  alleged,  the  intro¬ 
duction  of  an  additional  VHF  service 
>nto  the  area  where  economic  support 
“•at  best,  marginal,  would  further  di¬ 
vide  the  available  revenues  with  result- 
’  economic  injury  to  the  existing 
stations  and,  ultimately,  to  the  public  in- 
terept.  The  petitioners  request  that  the 
application  be  designated  for  hearing 
upon  specified  issues. 


5.  In  its  opposition  to  the  petitions, 
Grayson  first  asserts  that  the  petitions 
are  defective  and  not  entitled  to  con¬ 
sideration  because  they  are  not  sup¬ 
ported  by  proper  affidavits,  are  based  on 
information  and  belief,  and  otherwise 
do  not  comply  with  the  requirements 
of  section  309(d)  of  the  Communications 
Act.  Grayson  insists  that  a  grant  would 
be  in  the  public  interest  because  Station 
KWAB-TV  could  operate  as  an  inde¬ 
pendent  station  rather  than  as  a  satel¬ 
lite,  that  it  could  offer  a  full  line  of 
ABC  network  programming  which  is  not 
now  available  in  the  area  *  that  the  site 
chosen  is  the  optimum  site  in  the  area, 
being  located  in  one  of  only  two  areas 
recommended  by  the  Federal  Aviation 
Agency,  the  other  area  being  North 
Northeast  of  Big  Spring,  the  use  of  which 
would  substantially  increase  the  exist¬ 
ing  overlap  with  Station  KLBK-TV,  and 
that  the  proposed  operation  would  in¬ 
crease  the  number  of  persons  receiving 
Grade  A  and  Grade  B  service  without 
depriving  anyone  of  service  now  being 
received. 

6.  Grayson  disputes  the  alleged  viola¬ 
tion  of  §  73.685  on  the  grounds  that  pe¬ 
titioners’  engineers  have  utilized  methods 
of  calculation  which  are  not  proper  for 
the  height  of  the  tower  proposed.  Gray¬ 
son  further  contends  that  there  is  no 
basis  for  the  asserted  violations  of 
§  73.636  of  the  rules  since  the  overlap 
between  the  proposed  Station  KWAB-TV 
Grade  B  contour  and  the  Station  KLBK- 
TV  Grade  B  contour  would  amount  to 
only  6.1  percent  of  the  population  and 
16.8  percent  of  the  area  of  the  Station 
KLBK-TV  Grade  B  contour  and  there¬ 
fore  cannot  be  characterized  as  “sub¬ 
stantially  the  same  area”.  Grayson 
categorically  denies  that  it  enjoys  a  dom¬ 
inant  position  and  that  a  grant  of  its 
application  would  constitute  a  concen¬ 
tration  of  control.  Grayson  also  states 
that  there  has  been  no  guarantee  or  com¬ 
mitment  from  ABC  as  to  the  extent  of 
programs  which  would  be  ordered  over 
Station  KWAB-TV  nor  has  there  been 
any  understanding  with  ABC  regarding, 
an  exclusive  affiliation  with  Station 
KWAB-TV.  Grayson  argues  that  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  alternate  site,  as  urged 
by  Southwest,  would  be  inconsistent  with 
the  Commission’s  decision  in  the  Wo- 
metco  case  (Scripps-Howard  Radio,  Inc., 
32  FCC  59,  reversed  and  remanded  sub 
nom  Wometco  Enterprises,  Inc.  v. 
Federal  Communications  Commission, 
314  F.  2d  266).  Concerning  petitioners’ 
charges  that  Station  KWAB-TV  seeks 
to  become  a  Midland-Odessa  station  in 
circumvention  of  §  73.606  of  the  rules, 
Grayson  points  out  that  it  plans  to  re¬ 
tain  its  studio  in  Big  Spring,  does  not 
intend  to  open  any  other  studio,  intends 
to  concentrate  on  serving  Big  Spring 
with  local  programming,  and  would  not 
provide  local  programming  to  Midland- 
Odessa  although  it  recognizes  its  obli¬ 
gation  to  serve  that  area. 


2  At  the  time  of  the  filing  of  the  pleadings, 
it  was  true  that  a  full  line  of  ABC  network 
programing  was  not  available  in  the  area. 
It  appears,  however,  that  at  this  time,  Sta¬ 
tion  KVKM-TV,  Monahans,  is  offering  a  full 
ABC  lineup  in  the  area. 


7.  We  think  that  it  is  clear  that  the 
petitioners  have  standing  as  parties  in 
interest  under  the  Sanders  case,  supra. 
We  have  also  carefully  examined  the 
affidavits  submitted  with  the  petitions 
and  we  find  that,  with  the  exception  of 
that  filed  by  Midland,  they  are  in  com¬ 
pliance  with  the  requirements  of  sec¬ 
tion  309(d)  of  the  Communications  Act 
and  that  they  are  therefore  entitled  to 
full  consideration.  The  Midland  peti¬ 
tion  is  not  supported  by  affidavit  as  re¬ 
quired  by  section  309(d)  (1)  of  the 
Communications  Act  and  5  1.580(1)  of 
the  Commission’s  rules.  It  will,  there¬ 
fore,  be  dismissed.  In  view  of  the  fact 
that  Midland  has  not  been  on  the  air 
since  January  1962,  because  of  financial 
problems,  it  does  not  seem  likely  that 
the  proposed  move  by  Grayson  would 
add  significantly  to  Midland’s  present 
difficulties.  Although  the  Commission 
remains  constant  in  its  determination  to 
aid  the  development  of  UHF  broadcast¬ 
ing  wherever  possible,  we  are  of  the 
opinion  that  no  useful  purpose  would  be 
served  by  specifying  an  issue  on  our  own 
motion  as  to  possible  impact  on  UHF. 

8.  Grant  of  the  Grayson  application 
is  also  opposed  on  the  grounds  that  the 
applicant,  although  proposing  to  place 
a  City  Grade  signal  over  Midland  and 
a  predicted  Grade  A  signal  over  both 
Midland  and  Odessa,  has  made  no  effort 
to  ascertain  the  needs  and  interests  of 
the  people  of  these  communities  and  the 
surrounding  area.  Indeed,  the  applicant 
itself  states: 

[Grayson]  intends  to  concentrate  on  serv¬ 
ing  Big  Spring  with  its  local  programing  and, 
on  the  assumption  that  KMID-TV  and 
KOSA-TV  are  providing  service  to  meet  the 
local  needs  of  their  respective  communities, 
would  not  plan,  to  concentrate  on  providing 
local  service  to  those  communities,  although 
it  would  of  course  serve  its  entire  area.  (Gray¬ 
son  “Opposition  to  Petitions  to  Deny”,  page 
20.) 

and,  further: 

We  intend  to  retain  the  station  as  a  Big 
Spring  station  providing  a  local  program 
service  primarily  for  Big  Spring,  although 
we  of  course  recognize  and  will  undertake 
to  meet  our  obUgatlon  to  provide  service 
for  the  entire  service  area.  But  since  there 
is  a  local  station  in  Midland  and  a  local 
station  in  Odessa,  we  would  not  plan  to  con¬ 
centrate  on  providing  local  service  to  those 
communities  although  we  would  be  respon¬ 
sive  to  requests  for  service  if  the  local  sta¬ 
tions  there  were  unable  to  provide  it.  (Affi¬ 
davit  of  Sidney  A.  Grayson,  page  9.) 

It  is  by  no  means  clear  whether  the  ap¬ 
plicant  has  attempted  to  ascertain  the 
neds  and  interests  of  Midland  and  Odes¬ 
sa,  nor  has  it  indicated  how  it  pro¬ 
poses  to  meet  those  needs  and  interests. 
Accordingly,  an  issue  will  be  specified 
concerning  this  matter. 

9.  With  respect  to  the  alleged  viola¬ 
tions  of  §  73.685  of  the  rules,  there  ap¬ 
pears  to  be  a  bona  fide  factual  dispute 
between  reputable  engineers  as  to  the 
methodology  to  be  employed  in  determin¬ 
ing  whether  line-of-sight  will  be  ob¬ 
tained  over  Big  Spring  and  whether  the 
minimum  required  signal  intensity  of  74 
dbu  will  be  placed  over  the  whole  of  Big 
Spring.  An  issue  with  respect  thereto 
will,  accordingly,  be  specified.  The  peti- 
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tioners  also  contend  that  a  grant  of  the 
Grayson  application  would  contravene 
the  provisions  of  |  73436  of  the  rules, 
both  with  regard  to  ‘‘duopoly”  and  con¬ 
centration  of  control,  and  section  307  (b) 
of  the  Communications  Act  and  S  73.606 
(b)  of  the  rules  on  the  grounds  that  a 
grant  of  the  application  would  effective¬ 
ly  make  Station  KWAB-TV  a  Midland  - 
Odessa  station.  We  believe  that  suffi¬ 
cient  facts  have  been  alleged  to  warrant 
issues  with  respect  to  these  matters.* 

10.  Petitioners  have  alleged  that 
Grayson,  by  virtue  of  its  “dominant  po¬ 
sition”,  has  successfully  negotiated  with 
ABC  for  an  improved  network  affiliation 
agreement  for  Station  KWAB-TV,  and 
request  an  issue  to  determine  the  terms 
of,  and  circumstances  surrounding,  the 
alleged  agreement.  The  allegations  of 
the  Midessa  petition  in  this  respect  are 
made  only  on  information  and  belief 
rather  than  on  personal  knowledge  as  re¬ 
quired  by  section  309(d)  (1)  of  the  Com¬ 
munications  Act  and  S  1.580(1)  of  the 
rules.  Therefore,  such  allegations  are 
insufficient  to  warrant  specification  of 
the  requested  issue.  However,  if  such 
an  agreement  exists  and  it  is,  as  Midessa 
suggests,  a  manifestation  of  Grayson’s 
dominance  in  the  area,  evidence  with 
respect  thereto,  to  the  extent  that  it  may 
be  competent,  may  be  adduced  under 
Issue  3  herein.  Accordingly,  no  separate 
issue  will  be  specified. 

11.  It  has  also  been  alleged  that  the 
Midland -Odessa  market  is  unable  to  sup¬ 
port  three  television  stations,  much  less 
a  fourth,  and  that  a  fourth  station  would 
necessarily  result  in  severe  economic  in¬ 
jury  to  the  existing  stations,  and,  ulti¬ 
mately,  in  injury  to  the  public  interest. 
The  factual  recitations  made  by  petition¬ 
ers  in  support  of  these  conclusions  are 
too  general,  speculative,  and  are  not 
sufficiently  related  to  the  economics  of 
broadcasting  to  raise  a  substantial  ques¬ 
tion  as  to  the  ability  of  the  area  involved 
to  support  another  broadcast  station 
without  loss  or  degradation  of  service 
to  the  public.4  Accordingly,  we  find  that 
no  issue  with  respect  thereto  is  war¬ 
ranted. 

12.  Finally,  Southwest  has  suggested 
the  use  by  the  applicant  of  a  site  in  an 
area  North  Northeast  of  Big  Spring, 
from  which,  it  is  alleged  the  public  in¬ 
terest,  convenience  and  necessity  would 
be  better  served  than  from  the  site  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  applicant.  Grayson  states 
that,  in  response  to  its  request  for  assist¬ 
ance  in  selecting  a  site,  the  Federal 
Aviation  Agency  recommended  only  two 
areas,  the  bounds  of  both  of  which  are 


■The  Commission  has.  In  the  pest  speci¬ 
fied  Issues  relating  to  whether  the  grant  of 
an  application  Involving  overlap  of  Grade* 
B  contours  would  be  consistent  with  the 
provisions  of  f  73.686  of  the  rules  (Jeffer¬ 
son  Standard  Broadcasting  Company  et  al.. 
Docket  Noe.  13073-6,  FCC  60-21).  With  re¬ 
spect  to  a  determination  as  to  whether  the 
applicant’s  proposal  represents  a  fair,  effi¬ 
cient  and  equitable  use  of  radio  service,  the 
applicant  Itself  has  caused  the  question  as 
to  what  conditions  would  permit  “substan¬ 
tial  use  of  the  channel”  (Grayson’s  “Opposi¬ 
tion",  para.  29  thereof) . 

4  See  KXO-TV,  Inc..  FCC  63-769;  Mlssourl- 
niinols  Broadcasting  Co.,  FCC  68-660;  Tree 
Broadcasting  Co..  FCC  63-673. 
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well-defined.  The  first  area,  southwest 
at  Big  Spring,  includes  the  site  proposed 
by  the  applicant;  the  second  area,  tri¬ 
angular  in  shape,  is  located  approxi¬ 
mately  18  miles  North  Northeast  of  Big 
Spring  and  encompasses  about  14  square 
miles.  Grayson  concedes  that,  operat¬ 
ing  as  proposed,  an  increase  will  result 
in  the  existing  overlap  of  Station  KWAB- 
TV’s  predicted  Grade  B  contour  with 
Station  KLBK-TV’s  Grade  B  contour 
and  there  will  also  be  a  slight  overlap  of 
the  Station  KWAB-TV  predicted  Grade 
B  contour  and  the  Station  KLBK-TV 
Grade  A  contour.  On  the  other  hand, 
Grayson  contends  that  operating  from  a 
site  in  the  alternate  area,  the  overlap 
which  would  result  between  the  Station 
KWAB-TV  and  Station  KLBK-TV  con-' 
tours  would  be  so  substantial  that,  in 
effect,  it  would  render  operation  from 
such  a  site  impracticable.  Therefore, 
Grayson  urges  that  the  only  available 
site  which  would  permit  “substantial  use 
of  the  channel”  is  the  site  specified  in 
its  application. 

13.  It  is  immediately  apparent  that  a 
substantial  factual  question  is  raised 
as  to  whether  or  not  there  is  actually 
an  alternate  site  available  to  the  appli¬ 
cant.  Assuming  that  there  is,  there  will 
be  an  increase  in  the  existing  overlap 
irrespective  of  the  site  from  which  the 
applicant  operates.  In  order  to  permit 
a  proper  evaluation  of  the  effect  on  the 
public  interest,  of  the  applicant’s  pro¬ 
posal,  it  will  be  necessary  to  have  all  of 
the  facts  concerning  operation  from  the 
alternate  site,  e.g.,  the  areas  and  pop¬ 
ulations  which  could  be  expected  to 
gain  or  lose  television  service  and  the 
extent  of  overlap  of  the  Station  KWAB- 
TV  and  KLBK-TV  service  contours.* 
Accordingly,  appropriate  issues  with  re¬ 
spect  to  these  matters  will  be  specified. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  except  as 
indicated  by  the  issues  specified  below, 
the  Commission  finds  that  the  applicant 
is  legally,  technically,  financially  and 
otherwise  qualified  to  construct  and  op¬ 
erate  as  proposed.  However,  the  Com¬ 
mission  is  unable  to  make  the  statutory 
finding  that  a  grant  of  the  application 
would  serve  the  public  interest,  conven¬ 
ience  and  necessity,  and  is  of  the  opin¬ 
ion  that  the  application  must  be  desig¬ 
nated  for  hearing  on  the  issues  set  forth 
below. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered,  That,  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  309(e)  of  the  Com- 
munciations  Act  of  1934,  as  amended, 
the  above-captioned  application  of 
Grayson  Enterprises,  Incorporated,  is 
designated  for  hearing  at  a  time  and 
place  to  be  specified  in  a  subsequent 
Order,  upon  the  following  issues: 

1.  To  determine  whether  a  grant  of 
the  above-captioned  application  would 
be  consistent  with  the  provisions  of 
S  73.685  of  the  Commission’s  rules  with 
respect  to  shadow  losses,  line-of-sight, 
and  delivery  of  a  minimum  field  inten¬ 
sity  signal  of  7  dbu  over  the  entire  city 
of  Big  Spring,  Texas,  and,  if  not, 


•  Such  evidence  will  be  considered  only  in 
relation  to  the  applicant’s  present  proposal 
without  regard  to  whether  an  application 
specifying  a  site  in  the  .alternate  area 
would  serve  the  public  interest,  conven¬ 
ience,  and  necessity. 


whether  circumstances  exist  which 
would  warrant  a  waiver  of  said  section. 

2.  TO  determine  whether  a  grant  of 
the  above-captioned  application  would 
be  consistent  with  f  73.606(b)  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  with  respect  to  the 
allocation  of  television  broadcast  chan¬ 
nels  and  section  307(b)  of  the  Com¬ 
munications  Act  of  1934,  as  amended, 
with  respect  to  the  fair,  efficient,  and 
equitable  distribution  of  radio  service 
among  communities. 

3.  To  determine  whether  a  grant  of 
the  above-captioned  application  would 
be  consistent  with  the  provisions  of 
S  73.636  of  the  Commission’s  rules. 

4.  To  determine  the  efforts  made  by 
Grayson  Enterprises,  Incorporated,  to 
ascertain  the  programing  needs  and 
interests  of  the  area  to  be  served  and 
the  manner  in  which  the  applicant  pro¬ 
poses  to  meet  such  needs  and  interests. 

5.  To  determine  the  areas  and  popu¬ 
lations  which  may  be  expected  to  gain 
or  lose  television  service  from  the  pro¬ 
posed  operation  of  Station  KWAB-TV, 
the  availability  of  other  television  serv¬ 
ice  to  such  areas  and  populations,  and 
the  extent  of  the  overlap  of  the  service 
contours  of  Television  Broadcast  Sta¬ 
tions  KWAB-TV  and  KLBK-TV,  includ¬ 
ing  the  areas  and  populations  within 
such  overlap  area. 

6.  To  determine  the  areas  and  pop¬ 
ulations  which  could  be  expected  to  gain 
or  lose  television  service,  the  availability 
of  other  television  service  to  such  areas 
and  populations,  and  the  extent  of  the 
overlap  of  the  service  contours  of  Sta¬ 
tions  KWAB-TV  and  KLBK-TV,  which 
could  be  expected  to  attend  operation  by 
the  applicant  from  a  site  in  the  alter¬ 
nate  area  approximately  18  miles  North 
Northeast  of  Big  Spring,  Texas. 

7.  To  determine,  in  the  light  of  the 
evidence  adduced' pursuant  to  Issue  6, 
above,  whether  there  is  available  to  the 
applicant  a  site  in  the  alternate  area 
from  which  City  Grade  service  can  be 
provided  to  Big  Spring,  Texas. 

8.  To  determine,  in  the  light  of  the 
evidence  adduced  pursuant  to  the  fore¬ 
going  issues,  whether  a  grant  of  the  ap¬ 
plication  of  Grayson  Enterprises,  In¬ 
corporated,  would  serve  the  public 
interest,  convenience  and  necessity. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  “Peti¬ 
tion  to  Deny”  filed  by  Midland  Tele¬ 
casting  Company  is  dismissed;  and 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  Midessa 
Television  Co.,  Inc.,  and  Southwest 
States,  Inc.,  are  made  parties  to  the 
proceeding ;  and 

It  is  further  ordered ,  That  the  burden 
of  proceeding  with  the  introduction  of 
evidence  and  the  burden  of  proof  with 
respect  to  Issue  6  herein  is  hereby  placed 
upon  Southwest  States,  Inc. ;  and 

It  is  further  ordered,  That,  to  avau 
themselves  of  the  opportunity  to  be 
heard,  the  applicant  and  the  parties 
respondent  herein,  pursuant  to  §  1221 
(c)  of  the  Commission’s  rules,  in  person 
or  by  attorney,  shall,  within  twenty 
(20)  days  of  the  mailing  of  the  Order, 
file  with  the  Commission,  in  triplicate, 
a  written  appearance  stating  an  inten¬ 
tion  to  appear  on  the  date  fixed  for  the 
hearing  and  present  evidence  on  the 
issues  specified  in  this  Order;  and 
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It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  appli¬ 
cant  herein  shall,  pursuant  to  section 
311(a)(2)  of  the  Communications  Act 
of  1934,  as  amended,  and  8 1.594(a)  of  the 
Commission’s  rules,  give  notice  of  the 
hearing  within  the  time  and  in  the  man¬ 
ner  prescribed  in  such  rules,  and  shall 
advise  the  Commission  of  the  publication 
of  such  notice  as  required  by  §  1.594(g) 
of  the  rules. 

Adopted:  March 4, 1964. 

Released:  March  10, 1964. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission,1 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[Fit.  DOC.  64-2476;  Filed,  Mar.  12,  1964; 

8:49  am.] 


[Docket  Nos.  16282,  15283;  FCC  64M-187] 

GREYLOCK  BROADCASTING  CO. 
AND  WBEC  INC. 

Order  Continuing  Hearing 

In  re  applications  of  Greylock  Broad¬ 
casting  Company,  Pittsfield,  Massachu¬ 
setts,  Docket  No.  15282,  File  No.  BPH- 
4148;  WBEC,  Incorporated,  Pittsfield, 
Massachusetts,  Docket  No.  15283,  File 
No.  BPH-4154;  for  construction  permits. 

A  prehearing  conference  having  been 
held  on  March  6,  1964,  and  it  appearing 
from  the  record  made  therein  that  cer¬ 
tain  agreements  were  reached  and  cer¬ 
tain  rulings  made  which  should  be  for¬ 
malized  by  order; 

It  is  ordered,  This  6th  day  of  March 
1964,  That: 

(1)  The  direct  affirmative  cases  of  the 
applicants  shall  be  presented  orally,  pro¬ 
vided  that  either  applicant  may  present 
so  much  of  its  direct  written  case  as  it 
may  desire  in  the  form  of  sworn,  written 
exhibits; 

(2)  That  copies  of  the  applicants’  ex¬ 
hibits  on  the  engineering  phases  of  their 
cases  shall  be  informally  exchanged  on  or 
before  May  4, 1964; 

(3)  That  copies  of  the  applicants’  en¬ 
gineering  exhibits  in  final  form  and  of 
their  exhibits  on  the  nonengineering 
phases  of  their  cases  shall  be  exchanged 
on  or  before  May  18, 1964 ;  and, 

(4)  That  individuals  sponsoring  any 
exchanged  exhibit  shall  be  present  at  the 
hearing  when  the  exhibit  is  offered  into 
evidence,  provided  that  the  parties  may 
agree  that  the  presence  of  any  such  in¬ 
dividual  or  individuals  will  not  be  re¬ 
quired; 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  hearing 
now  scheduled  to  commence  on  April  23, 
1964,  is  continued  to  May  25,  1964,  com¬ 
mencing  at  10:00  a.m.  in  the  offices  of  the 
Commission  at  Washington,  D.C. 

Released:  March 9, 1964. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

IPR.  Doc.  64-2477;  Filed,  Mar.  12,  1964; 
8:49  am.] 


‘Chairman  Henry  concurring  in  the  ije- 
!>bsentand  Comml8Sioner8  Hyde  and  Ford 


[Docket  No.  14722;  FCC  64-192] 

SOUTH  MISSISSIPPI  BROADCASTING 
CO. 

Order  Designating  Application  for 
Hearing  on  Stated  Issues 

In  reapplication  of  Holton  D.  Turn- 
bough  and  George  J.  Sliman  d/b  as 
South  Mississippi  Broadcasting  Com¬ 
pany,  Mississippi  City,  Mississippi,  Dock¬ 
et  No.  14722,  File  No.  BP-14865;  re¬ 
quests:  1520  kc,  1  kw,  DA-Day,  Class  n, 
for  construction  permit. 

At  a  session  of  the  Federal  Communi¬ 
cations  Commission  held  at  its  offices  in 
Washington,  D.C.,  on  the  4th  day  of 
March  1964; 

The  Commission  having  under  con¬ 
sideration  the  above-captioned  and  de¬ 
scribed  application; 

It  appearing,  that,  except  as  indi¬ 
cated  by  the  issues  specified  below,  the 
applicant  is  legally,  technically,  finan¬ 
cially  and  otherwise  qualified  to  con¬ 
struct  and  operate  as  proposed;  and 

It  further  appearing,  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  matters  are  to  be  considered  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  aforementioned  issues 
specified  below: 

1.  Interference  which  would  be  re¬ 
ceived  from  Station  WGNP,  Indian 
Rocks  Beach,  Florida  (1520  kc,  1  kw,  DA, 
Day)  and  from  the  operation  of  Station 
KXKW,  Lafayette,  Louisiana  (1520  kc, 
500  w,  10  kw-LS,  DA-2  (DA-Day  during 
C.  H.  only)),  authorized  on  December 
28,  1962,  may  affect  more  than  10  per¬ 
cent  of  the  population  within  the  pro¬ 
posed  normally  protected  contour  in  con¬ 
travention  of  §  73.28(d)  (3)  of  the  rules. 
The  applicant  requests  waiver  of  this 
section  pointing  out  that  most  of  the 
population  loss  to  the  instant  proposal 
occurs  in  the  State  of  Louisiana  in 
areas  somewhat  remote  from  Mississippi 
City  (approximately  70  miles)  as  a  re-, 
suit  of  an  unusual  high  conductivity 
path  afforded  by  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  and 
that  population  loss  to  the  proposal,  in 
areas  adjacent  to  Mississippi  City  would 
amount  to  only  2.36  percent  of  the  total 
population  within  the  proposed  0.5 
mv/m  normally  protected  contour. 
However,  on  the  basis  of  information 
presently  on  file,  it  cannot  be  determined 
that  a  waiver  of  this  section  of  the 
Commission  rules  would  be  in  the  public 
interest. 

2.  Holton  D.  Tumbough,  a  50  percent 
partner  in  the  applicant,  is  the  son-in- 
law  of  Hugh  R.  Jones,  who  owns  con¬ 
trolling  interest  in  the  licensees  of 
standard  broadcast  stations  WHHT, 
Lucedale;  WPMP,  Pascagoula;  and 
WRJW,  Picayune,  Mississippi.1  The 
station  proposed  in  the  application  would 
be  located  in  the  same  relatively  small 
area  of  Mississippi  as  the  other  three 
stations.  A  grant  of  the  application,  as 
originally  submitted,  would  have  re¬ 
sulted  in  a  substantial  overlap  of  the 


1  Jones  owns  more  than  50  percent  of  the 
voting  stock  of  Great  Broadcasting  Company, 
Inc.,  which  (a)  owns  more  than  70  percent 
of  the  voting  stock  of  the  licensee  of  WHHT 
and  (b)  is  the  licensee  of  WPMP.  He  also 
owns  more  than  95  percent  of  the  voting 
stock  of  the  licensee  of  WRJW. 


proposed  station’s  primary  service  area 
by  at  least  one  of  the  other  above-named 
stations  (WPMP).  Moreover,  Tum¬ 
bough  was  also  a  corporate  officer  of 
each  of  the  three  above-named  stations, 
the  general  manager  of  WHHT.  and  a 
stockholder  of  WPMP  and  WRJW.  In 
view  of  these  facts,  the  Commission  con¬ 
cluded  in  an  Order  dated  July  18,  1962 
FCC  62-789),  that  substantial  ques¬ 
tions  existed  as  to  the  applicant’s  com¬ 
pliance  with  §73.35  (a)  and  (b)  of  the 
rules  (multiple  ownership).  Hoping  to 
render  these  questions  moot,  Tumbough 
and  his  wife,  on  August  6,  1962,  divested 
themselves  of  all  official  business  con¬ 
nections  with  Stations  WHHT,  WPMP, 
and  WRJW,  and  stock  interests  therein, 
transferring  such  interests  back  to  Mrs. 
Tumbough’s  parents,  Mr.  and  Mrs. 
Hugh  R.  Jones;  also,  on  October  23, 1962, 
the  Commission  accepted  for  filing  an 
amendment  reducing  the  applicant’s 
power  request  from  5  kw  to  1  kw  and  - 
thereby  significantly  reduced  the  extent 
of  overlap.  Having  considered  these 
later  developments,  the  Commission  finds 
that  a  substantial  question  under  §  73.35 
(b)  remains. 

3.  In  considering  the  application  and 
§  73.35(b)  of  the  Commission’s  rules,  it 
appears  appropriate  to  consider  the  size, 
extent,  and  location  of  the  areas  served 
and  to  be  served;  the  extent  of  overlap, 
if  any,  the  number  of  persons  residing 
within  the  overlap  areas;  the  classes  of 
stations  involved;  the  extent  of  other 
competitive  service  to  the  area  in  ques¬ 
tion;  the  extent  to  which  stations  will 
rely  on  the  same  revenue  and  program 
sources;  the  nature  of  the  programming 
that  the  stations  will  present  with  par¬ 
ticular  reference  to  the  needs  of  the 
communities  they  are  designed  to  serve; 
the  advertising  practices  of  the  sta¬ 
tions;  the  source  of  program  material 
and  talent  for  each  station;  the  rela¬ 
tionship  of  the  various  members  of  the 
Jones  and  Tumbough  families  with  re¬ 
spect  to  their  broadcast  and  other  in¬ 
terests  and  such  other  factors  as  will 
tend  to  demonstrate  that  the  concen¬ 
tration  of  control  will  or  will  not  be  in 
contravention  of  §  73.35(b)  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules. 

It  further  appearing,  that,  in  view  of 
the  outstanding  proposed  rulemaking 
proceeding  in  Docket  No.  14419  with  re¬ 
spect  to  pre-sunrise  operation  with  day¬ 
time  facilities,  any  grant  of  the  proposal 
in  this  proceeding  prior  to  a  final  de¬ 
cision  in  Docket  No.  14419  should  be  ap¬ 
propriately  conditioned;  and 

It  further  appearing,  that,  in  view  of 
the  foregoing,  the  Commission  is  unable 
to  make  the  statutory  finding  that  a 
grant  of  the  application  would  serve  the 
public  interest,  convenience,  and  neces¬ 
sity,  and  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  appli¬ 
cation  must  be  designated  for  hearing  on 
the  issues  set  forth  below: 

It  is  ordered,  That,  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  309(e)  of  the  Communications  Act 
of  1934,  as  amended,  the  application  is 
designated  for  hearing,  at  a  time  and 
place  to  be  specified  in  a  subsequent 
Order,  upon  the  following  issues: 

1.  To  determine  the  areas  and  popu¬ 
lations  which  would  receive  primary 
service  from  the  proposal  and  the  avail- 
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ability  of  other  primary  service  to  such 
areas  and  populations. 

2.  To  determine  whether  interference 
received  from  Station  WGNP,  Indian 
Rocks  Beach,  Florida,  and  from  the 
operation  of  Station  KXKW,  Lafayette, 
Louisiana,  would  affect  more  than  10  per¬ 
cent  of  the  population  within  the  nor¬ 
mally  protected  primary  service  area  of 
the  proposed  operation,  in  contravention 
of  S  73.28(d)  (3)  of  the  Commission  rules, 
and,  if  so,  whether  circumstances  exist 
which  would  warrant  a  waiver  of  said 
section. 

3.  To  determine  whether  a  grant  of 
the  proposal  would  be  in  contravention 
of  the  provisions  of  173.35(b)  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  with  respect  to  con¬ 
centration  of  control. 

4.  To  determine,  in  the  light  of  the 
evidence  adduced  pursuant  to  the  fore¬ 
going  issues,  whether  the  instant  appli¬ 
cation  should  be  granted. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  in  the  event 
of  a  grant  of  the  instant  proposal  the 
construction  permit  shall  contain  the 
following  condition:  Pending  a  final  de¬ 
cision  in  Docket  No.  14419  with  respect 
to  pre-sunrise  operation  with  daytime 
facilities,  the  present  provisions  of 
S  73.87  of  the  Commission’s  rules  are  not 
extended  to  this  authorization,  and  such 
operation  is  precluded. 

It  is  further^  ordered.  That  the  appli¬ 
cant  herein,  pursuant  to  8  1.221(c)  of  the 
Commission’s  rules,  in  person  or  by  at¬ 
torney  shall,  within  20  days  of  the  mail¬ 
ing  of  this  Order,  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  in  triplicate  a  written  appearance 
stating  an  intention  to  appear  on  the 
date  fixed  for  the  hearing  and  present 
evidence  on  the  issues  specified  in  this 
Order. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  appli¬ 
cant  herein  shall,  pursuant  to  section  311 
(a)  (2)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  and  8  1-594  of  the 
Commission’s  rules,  give  notice  of  the 
hearing,  within  the  time  and  in  the 
manner  prescribed  in  such  rule,  and  shall 
advise  the  Commission  of  the  publica¬ 
tion  of  such  notice  as  required  by  8  1-594 
(g)  of  the  rules. 

Released:  March  10, 1964. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission,1 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary . 

[PH.  Doc.  64-2478;  Piled,  Mar.  12,  1964; 
8:49  am.] 

[Docket  No.  15861;  FCC  64-195  J 

M.  H.  WIRTH 

Order  Designating  .Application  for 
Hearing  on  Stated  Issues 

In  re  application  of  M.  H.  Wirth,  Ma¬ 
son,  Michigan,  Docket  No.  15361,  File  No. 
BP-15367;  requests:  1110  kc,  250  w,  D, 
Class  n-B,  for  construction  permit. 

At  a  session  of  the  Federal  Commu¬ 
nications  Commission  held  at  its  offices  in 
Washington,  D.C.,  on  the  4th  day  of 
March  1964; 

The  Commission  having  under  con¬ 
sideration  the  above-captioned  and  de¬ 
scribed  application; 


1  Commissioners  Hyde  and  Ford  absent. 


It  appearing,  that,  except  as  indicated 
by  the  issues  specified  below,  the  appli¬ 
cant  is  legally,  technically,  financially, 
and  otherwise  qualified  to  construct  and’ 
operate  as  proposed;  and 
It  further  appearing,  that  M.  H.  Wirth, 
the  applicant  herein,  is  also  a  10  percent 
stockholder  and  a  director  of  the  licensee 
of  Station  WOAP,  Owosso,  Michigan; 
that  WOAP  is  located  approximately  32 
miles  from  Mason  and  a  grant  of  the  in¬ 
stant  proposal  would  result  in  substan¬ 
tial  overlap  of  its  normally  protected 
service  area  (0.5  mv/m  contour)  with 
the  service  area  of  WOAP;  and 
It  further  appearing,  that,  in  consider¬ 
ing  the  application  of  M.  H.  Wirth,  it  ap¬ 
pears  appropriate  to  consider,  the  size, 
extent  and  location  of  the  areas  served 
and  to  be  served;  the  extent  of  the  over¬ 
lap  involved;  the  number  of  persons  re¬ 
siding  within  the  overlap  area;  the  classes 
of  stations  involved;  the  extent  of  other 
competitive  service  to  the  areas  in  ques¬ 
tion;  the  extent  to  which  the  stations  will 
rely  on  the  same  revenues  and  program 
sources;  the  nature  of  the  programming 
that  the  stations  will  present  with  par¬ 
ticular  reference  to  the  needs  of  the  com¬ 
munities  they  are  designated  to  serve; 
the  advertising  practices  of  the  stations; 
the  source  of  program  material  and  talent 
for  each  station;  and  such  other  facts 
as  will  tend  to  demonstrate  that  the  over¬ 
lap  involved  will  or  will  not  be  in  con¬ 
travention  of  8  73.35(a)  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules. 

It  further  appearing,  that,  in  view  of 
the  foregoing,  the  Commission  is  unable 
to  make  the  statutory  finding  that  a 
grant  of  the  subject  application  would 
serve  the  public  interest,  convenience, 
and  necessity,  and  is  of  the  opinion  that 
the  application  must  be  designated  for 
hearing  on  the  issues  set  forth  below: 

It  is  ordered.  That,  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  309(e)  of  the  Communications  Act 
of  1934,  as  amended,  the  application  is 
designated  for  hearing,  at  a  time  and 
place  to  be  specified  in  a  subsequent 
Order,  upon  the  following  issues: 

1.  To  determine  the  areas  and  popu¬ 
lations  which  would  receive  primary 
service  from  the  proposed  of  M.  H.  Wirth 
and  the  availability  of  other  primary 
service  to  such  areas  and  populations. 

2.  To  determine  whether  a  grant  of 
the  proposal  of  M.  H.  Wirth  would  be  in 
contravention  of  the  provisions  of  8  73.35 
(a)  of  the  Commission’s  rules  with  re¬ 
spect  to  multiple  ownership  of  standard 
broadcast  stations. 

3.  To  determine,  in  the  light  of  the 
evidence  adduced  pursuant  to  the  fore¬ 
going  issues,  whether  a  grant  of  the  ap¬ 
plication  would  serve  the  public  interest, 
convenience  and  necessity. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That,  in  the  event 
of  a  grant  of  the  application  of  M.  H. 
Wirth,  the  construction  permit  shall  con¬ 
tain  the  following  conditions: 

This  authorization  is  subject  to  com¬ 
pliance  by  permittee  with  any  applicable 
procedures  of  the  FAA. 

Pending  a  final  decision  in  Docket  No. 
14419  with  respect  to  presunrise  opera¬ 
tion  with  daytime  facilities,  the  present 
provisions  of  8  73.87  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  are  not  extended  to  this  authoriza¬ 
tion,  and  such  operation  is  precluded. 


It  is  further  ordered,  that,  to  avail 
himself  of  the  importunity  to  be  heard, 
the  applicant  herein,  pursuant  to  8  1.221 
(c)  of  the  Commission’s  rules,  in  person 
or  by  attorney,  shall  within  20  days  of  the 
mailing  of  this  Order,  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  triplicate,  a  written  appear¬ 
ance  stating  an  intention  to  appear  on 
the  date  fixed  for  the  hearing  and  present 
evidence  on  the  issues  specified  in  this 
Order. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  appli¬ 
cant  herein  shall,  pursuant  to  section 
311(a)  (2)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  and  8  1594  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules,  give  notice  of  the  hear¬ 
ing,  within  the  time  and  in  the  manner 
prescribed  in  such  rule,  and  shall  advise 
the  Commission  of  the  publication  of  such 
notice  as  required  by  8  1.594(g)  of  the 
rules. 

Released:  March  10,  1964. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission,1 
[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[PH.  Doc.  64-2479;  Piled,  Mar.  12,  1964; 
8:50  am.] 

[Docket  No.  15176,  etc.;  FCC  64M-195] 

WTIF,  INC.  ET  AL. 

Order  Regarding  Further  Hearings 

In  the  matter  of  revocation  of  license 
of  Radio  Station  WTIF,  Inc.,  for  stand¬ 
ard  Broadcast  Station  WTIF,  Tifton, 
Georgia,  Docket  No.  15176;  in  re  appli¬ 
cations  of  WDMG,  Inc  ..'File  No.  BP-1709; 
Docket  No.  15177,  for  renewal  of  license 
of  standard  Broadcast  Station  WDMG, 
Douglas,  Georgia,  WMEN,  Inc.,  for  re¬ 
newal  of  license  of  standard  broadcast 
Station  WMEN,  Tallahassee,  Florida, 
Docket  No.  15274,  File  No.  BR^3030; 
B.  F.  J.  Timm,  Jacksonville,  Florida, 
Dockqt  No.  15275,  File  No.  BP-13649; 
for  construction  permit. 

It  is  ordered.  This  9th  day  of  March 
1964,  that  upon  completion  of  hearings 
in  the  above-entitled  proceeding  in  the 
city  of  Tifton,  Georgia,  wherein  they  will 
be  convened  in  the  first  instance  on 
March  24,  1964,  said  hearings  will  then 
be  moved  to  and  reconvened  in  the  city 
of  Douglas,  Georgia,  as  promptly  as  pos¬ 
sible:  And,  it  is  further  ordered,  That  at 
the  time  the  proceedings  terminate  in 
Tifton,  Georgia,  the  presiding  Hearing 
Examiner,  after  hearing  the  views  of  all 
participating  counsel,  shall  rule  promptly 
as  to  whether,  in  keeping  with  Commis¬ 
sion  policy,  it  would  be  appropriate  to 
hold  hearings  in  Tallahassee,  Florida, 
upon  completion  of  sessions  in  Douglas, 
Georgia. 

Released :  March  9, 1964. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-2480;  Plied,  Mar.  12,  1964 
8:50  am.] 
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Friday,  March  13,  1964 

[VCC  <4-174] 

PUBLIC  COAST  STATION  WOU 

Exemption  From  Maintenance  of 
Watch 

March  5, 1964. 

The  Commission  has  exempted  public 
coast  station  WOU  a*  Boston.  Massachu¬ 
setts  from  the  requirement  for  mainte¬ 
nance  of  a  watch  on  the  frequency  2182 
kc/s  for  an  Initial  period  of  twelve 
months  from  March  4,  1964. 

This  action  was  taken  with  the  con¬ 
currence  of  the  United  States  Coast 
Guard  at  the  request  of  the  New  Eng¬ 
land  Telephone  and  Telegraph  Company, 
the  licensee  of  station  WOU.  Applica¬ 
tion  by  the  telephone  company  was 
made  pursuant  to  S  81.191(c)(1)  of  the 
Commission’s  rules,  which  provides  that 
any  coast  station  may  be  exempted  from 
this  watch  requirement  if  the  Commis¬ 
sion  considers  that  the  frequency  2182 
kc/s  is  adequately  guarded  by  other  sta¬ 
tions.  The  United  States  Coast  Guard 
radio  facilities  at  Boston,  Massachusetts 
mftint.fl.in  a  continuous  watch  on  2182 
kc/s  and  have  been  shown,  as  a  result 
of  cooperative  measurements  and  tests 
conducted  by  the  Coast  Guard  and  the 
telephone  company,  to  have  a  cover¬ 
age  on  2182  kc/s  equal  to  or  more  exten¬ 
sive  than  the  existing  coverage  of  station 
WOU. 

The  exemption  has  been  limited  to  a 
twelve-month  period  ending  on  March  4, 
1965,  in  order  to  afford  the  licensees  and 
operators  of  affected  ship  stations  an 
opportunity  to  evaluate  the  discontinu¬ 
ance  of  2182  kc/s  watch  by  station  WOU 
under  actual  operating  circumstances. 

Any  interested  person  who  is  of  the 
opinion  that  the  continuation  of  the 
above-mentioned  exemption  beyond 
March  4, 1965  is  not  in  the  public  inter¬ 
est,  may  file  with  the  Secretary,  Federal 
Communications  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.,  20554,  on  or  before  January  4, 
1965  a  written  statement  setting  forth 
his  opinion  and  the  reasons  therefor. 

Adopted:  March  4, 1964. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary . 

IFA.  Doc.  64-2481;  Filed,  Mar.  12,  1964; 
8:60  am.] 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

CITY  OF  PHILADELPHIA  ET  AL. 

Notice  of  Agreements  Filed  for 
Approval 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
up  described  agreements  have  been  filed 
Wth  the  Commission  for  approval  pur- 
suant  to  section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act, 
JJ16  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763;  46  U.S.C. 

ol4) ; 

^ Agreement  No.  T-84,  between  the  City 
Philadelphia  (Philadelphia) ,  and 
Terminals,  Inc.  (Olympia) , 


Olympia 


L964 


|port^^loner8  HenxT*  Chairman;  and 
No.  61 - 7 


provides  for  a  five  year  lease  of  certain 
pier  and  terminal  property  in  Philadel¬ 
phia,  Pennsylvania,  to  be  operated  in  the 
conduct  of  a  general  steamship  terminal 
business.  In  consideration  therefor 
Olympia  will  pay  Philadelphia  an  annual 
rental  of  $37,680.  The  agreement  pro¬ 
vides  that  at  all  times  during  the  term  of 
the  lease  the  maximum  rates  for  wharf¬ 
age,  dockage,  and  for  use  of  the  pier 
other  than  storage  may  be  fixed  by 
Philadelphia’s  Director  of  Commerce, 
provided  that  such  rates  shall  not  be 
discriminatory. 

Agreement  No.  T-54,  between  Olympia 
Terminals,  Inc.  (Olympia) ,  and  Uni¬ 
versal  Terminal  and  Stevedoring  Cor¬ 
poration  (Universal),  is  a  sublease  of 
the  facilities  described  in  Agreement  No. 
T-84  between  Olympia  and  the  City  of 
Philadelphia.  Under  the  terms  of  the 
agreement  Universal  will  operate  and 
maintain  the  facilities  for  Olympia.  In 
consideration  therefor  Universal  will  pay 
Olympia  as  rental  $37,680  annually  plus 
50  percent  of  receipts  from  wharfage, 
storage,  etc.,  in  excess  of  certain  op¬ 
erating  costs,  with  a  minimum  guaran¬ 
tee  of  $10,000.  Agreement  T-54  is  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  terms  of  Agreement  T-84  and 
the  maximum  rates  for  wharfage,  docket, 
and  for  use  of  the  pier  other  than  stor¬ 
age  may  be  fixed  by  the  Director  of  Com¬ 
merce  of  the  City  of  Philadelphia,  pro¬ 
vided  that  such  rates  shall  not  be  dis¬ 
criminatory. 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  the 
agreements  and  obtain  copies  thereof  at 
the  Bureau  of  Domestic  Regulation,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.,  20573,  or  may  inspect  a  copy  at  the 
offices  of  the  District  Managers  of  the 
Commission  in  New  York,  N.Y.,  New  Or¬ 
leans,  La.,  and  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  and 
may  submit  to  the  Secretary,  Federal 
Maritime  Commission,  Washington,  D.C., 
20573,  within  20  days  after  publication 
of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register, 
written  statements  with  reference  to  the 
agreements  and  their  position  as  to  ap¬ 
proval,  disapproval,  or  modification,  to¬ 
gether  with  a  request  for  hearing,  should 
a  hearing  be  desired. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Thomas  Lisi, 

Secretary. 

March  10,  1964. 

(FR.  Doc.  64-2463;  Filed,  Mar.  12,  1964; 

8:48  am.] 


FILLETTE,  GREEN  &  CO.  ET  AL. 

Notice  of  Agreements  Filed  for 
Approval 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreements  have  been  filed  with  the 
Federal  Maritime  Commission  for  ap¬ 
proval  pursuant  to  section  15  of  the 
Shipping  Act,  1916  (75  Stat.  763  and  46 
UJ3.C.  814).  AU  parties  involved  are 
eligible  to  operate  as  independent  ocean 
freight  forwarders  pursuant  to  section 
44  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916. 

Unless  otherwise  Indicated,  these 
agreements  are  non -exclusive,  coopera¬ 


tive  working  arrangements  under  which 
the  parties  may  perform  freight  forward¬ 
ing  services  for  each  other,  dividing  for¬ 
warding  and  service  fees  as  agreed  on 
each  transaction.  Ocean  freight  com¬ 
pensation  is  to  be  divided  as  agreed  be¬ 
tween  the  parties. 

Fillette,  Green  &  Co.  of  Tampa,  Tampa, 
Florida,  is  party  to  the  following  agree¬ 
ments,  the  terms  of  which  are  Identical. 
The  other  parties  are: 


Wedemann  8c  Godknecht,  Inc.,  New 

York,  N.Y _ FF-1414 

Trade-Lanes  Shipping  Corporation, 

New  York,  N.Y _ FF-1422 

Lyons  Export  &  Import,  Inc.,  Chi¬ 
cago,  Ill _ FF-1428 


Albert  E.  Bowen,  Inc.,  New  York,  New 
York,  is  party  to  the  following  agree¬ 
ments,  the  terms  of  which  are  identical. 
The  other  parties  are: 


R.  Q.  Hobelmann  ft  Co.,  Inc., 

Baltimore,  Md _ FF-1432 

W.  N.  Proctor  Co.,  Boston,  Mass _ FF-1433 

Henry  E.  Sullivan  Jr,  Jacksonville, 

Fla _ FF-1434 

Ouy  B.  Barham  Co.,  Los  Angeles, 

Calif _ FF-1435 

Reedy  Fowardlng  Co.,  Inc.,  Miami, 

Fla _  FF-1436 

Godwin  Shipping  CO.,  Inc.,  Mobile, 

Ala . .  FF-1437 

W.  L.  Rlcheeon  ft  Sons,  Inc.,  New 

Orleans.  L* _ FF-1438 

Wilfred  Schade  ft  Co.,  Inc.,  New¬ 


port  News,  Va _ FF-1489 

Allen  Forwarding  Co.,  Philadelphia, 

Pa _ _ _ 1 _  FF-1440 


Geo.  S.  Bush  ft  Co.,  Inc.,  Portland, 

Oreg . .  FF-1441 

Humphrey  ft  MacGregor,  Inc., 

Tampa,  Fla _ FF-1442 


Export  Enterprises,  Inc.,  Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania,  and  with  offices  at  New 
York,  New  York,  is  party  to  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreements,  the  terms  of  which  are 
identical.  The  other  parties  are: 


American  Enterprises,  Inc.,  Balti¬ 
more,  Md _ FF-1443 

Coastal  Forwarders,  Charleston, 

S.C _  FF-1444 

The  terms  of  the  following  agreements 
are  similar: 

Dumont  Shipping  Co.,  Inc..  New 
York,  N.Y.  and  Behring-South 
Porte  Shipping,  Inc.,  Houston, 

Tex _ FF-1413 

H.  A.  Gogarty,  Inc.,  New  York,  N.Y, 
and  Coastal  Forwarders,  Charles¬ 
ton,  S.C _ FF-1415 

Schenkers,  International  Forward¬ 
ers,  Inc,  New  York,  N.Y,  and 
Seaway  Forwarding  Co,  Cleve¬ 
land.  Ohio _ _ _ FF-1420 

Triangle  Forwarding  Corp,  New 
York,  N.Y,  and  Mattoon  ft  Co, 

San  Francisco,  Calif _ FF-1421 

Leyden  Shipping  Corp,  New  York, 

N.Y,  and  Morris  ft  Co,  Lake 

Charles,  La _ FF-1423 

C.  J.  Hanlon  Co,  Inc,  New  York, 

N.Y,  and  W.  R.  Zanes  ft  Co.  of 

La,  Inc,  New  Orleans,  La _ FF-1427 

Export  Enterprises,  Inc,  Philadel¬ 
phia,  Pa.;  New  York,  N.Y,  and 
The  Interport  Co,  Chicago,  HI..  FF-1428 
W.  L.  Rlcheson  ft  Sons,  Inc,  New 
Orleans,  La,  and  Wm.  R.  Fllbln  ft 


Co,  Inc,  Detroit,  Mich _ _  FF-1429 

Daniel  F.  Young,  Inc,  New  York, 

N.Y,  and  General  Freight  Serv¬ 
ices,  Portland,  Oreg _ FF-1447 
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D.  C.  Andrews  ft  Go.,  Inc.,  New  York, 

N.Y.;  D.  C.  Andrews  ft  Co.  of  HI., 

Inc.,  Chicago,  HI.;  D.  C.  Andrews  ft 
Co.  of  La.,  Inc.,  New  Orleans,  La.; 

D.  C.  Andrews  ft  Co.  of  Md.,  Inc., 
Baltimore,  Md.;  D.  C.  Andrews  ft 
Co.  of  Mass.,  Inc.,  Boston,  Mass.; 
and  J.  K.  Ebberweln,  Savannah, 

Oa . . . * _ FF-1445 

Agreement  No.  FF-1416  between  Hud¬ 
son  Shipping  Co.,  Inc.,  New  York,  N.Y., 
and  Sumter  Marine  Corp.,  Charleston, 
South  Carolina,  is  an  arrangement  under 
which  freight  forwarding  and  service 
fees  are  divided  as  agreed.  Ocean  freight 
compensation  will  be  retained  by  the 
originating  party. 

Agreement  No.  FF-1446  between  Acco 
Foreign  Shipping,  Inc.,  Miami,  Florida, 
and  J.  W.  Allen  ft  Co.,  Inc.,  New  Orleans, 
Louisiana,  is  an  arrangement  under 
which  freight  forwarding  and  service 
fees  are  divided  as  agreed.  Ocean 
freight  compensation  is  to  be  retained  by 
the  initiating  forwarder. 

Agreement  No.  FF-1399  between 
Terramar  Shipping  Co.,  Inc.,  New  York, 
N.Y.,  party  (a),  and  Ellis  Forwarding 
Co.,  Houston,  Texas,  party  (b),  is  an 
arrangement  under  which  party  (a)  will 
pay  party  (b)  $5.00  plus  all  cash  outlays 
incurred  per  shipment.  Ellis  Forwarding 
Co.  will  receive  %  and  Terramar  Ship¬ 
ping  Co.,  Inc.,  will  receive  %  of  the  ocean 
freight  compensation. 

Agreement  No.  FF-1418  between  N.  D. 
Cunningham  ft  Co.,  Inc.,  Mobile,  Ala., 
and  Traeger  Shipping  Corp.,  Miami,  Fla., 
is  an  arrangement  under  which  freight 
forwarding  and  service  fees  are  divided 
as  agreed.  Ocean  freight  compensation 
is  to  be  divided  equally. 

Agreement  No.  FF-1419  between  N.  D. 
Cunningham  ft  Co.,  Inc.,  Mobile,  Ala., 
and  C.  J.  Hanlon  Co.,  Inc.,  New  York, 
N.Y.,  is  an  arrangement  under  which 
freight  forwarding  and  service  fees  are 
divided  as  agreed.  Ocean  freight  com¬ 
pensation  is  to  be  divided  equally. 

Agreement  No.  FF-1424  between  H.  L. 
Ziegler,  Inc.,  Houston,  Texas,  and  Terra¬ 
mar  Shipping  Co.,  Inc.,  New  York,  New 
York,  is  an  arrangement  under  which 
freight  forwarding  and  service  fees  are 
divided  as  agreed.  Ocean  freight  com¬ 
pensation  is  to  be  divided  equally, 
(50  percent/50  percent) . 

Agreement  No.  FF-1426  between  Mid¬ 
land  Pacific  Shipping  Co.,  New  York, 
New  York,  and  Ellis  Forwarding  Co., 
Houston,  Texas;  Ellis  Forwarding  Co- 
New  Orleans,  Louisiana,  is  an  arrange¬ 
ment  under  which  freight  forwarding 
and  service  fees  will  be  divided  as  agreed. 
Ocean  freight  compensation  will  be  re¬ 
tained  by  the  Midland  Pacific  Shipping 
Company. 

Agreement  No.  FF-1430  between  J.  T. 
Steeb  ft  Co.,  Inc.,  Seattle,  Wash.,  party 
(a),  and  Major  Forwarding  Co.,  Inc., 
New  York,  N.Y.,  party  (b) ,  is  an  arrange¬ 
ment  under  which  party  (b)  agrees  to 
pay  party  (a)  $3.00  for  completing  Ex¬ 
port  Declarations.  Ocean  freight  com¬ 
pensation  will  be  divided,  33%  percent 
for  party  (a)  and  66%  percent  for 
party  (b). 

Agreement  No.  FF-1431  between  J.  T. 
Steeb  ft  Co.,  Inc.,  Tacoma,  Wash.,  party 
(a),  and  Major  Forwarding  Co.,  Inc., 
New  York,  N.Y.,  party  (b),  is  an  agree¬ 


ment  under  which  parly  (b)  agrees  to 
pay  party  (a)  $3.00  for  completing  Ex¬ 
port  Declarations.  Ocean  freight  com¬ 
pensation  will  be  divided,  33%  percent 
for  party  (a)  and  66%  percent  for 
party  (b) . 

Agreement  No.  FF-1417  between  Sun¬ 
shine  Forwarders,  Inc.,  Jacksonville, 
Florida,  and  D.  C.  Andrews  ft  Co.,  Inc., 
New  York,  N.Y.;  D.  C.  Andrews  ft  Co.  of 
HI.,  Inc.,  Chicago,  HI.;  D.  C.  Andrews  ft 
Co.  of  La.,  Inc.,  New  Orleans,  Louisiana; 
D.  C.  Andrews  ft  Co.  of  Md.,  Inc.,  Balti¬ 
more,  Md.;  D.  C.  Andrews  ft  Co.  of  Mass¬ 
ine.,  Boston,  Mass.,  is  an  arrangement 
under  which  ocean  freight  compensa¬ 
tion  is  to  be  divided  equally  between  the 
parties.  Forwarding  and  service  fees 
are  to  be  as  follows : 


Bermuda  ft  Nassau:  $2.50. 

All  other  countries: 

To  pass  completed  export  declara¬ 
tions _ $1.25 

To  pass  completed  bills  of  lading.  1. 25 
To  prepare  or  complete  and  pass 

export  declarations _  2. 50 

To  prepare  or  complete  and  pass 

bills  of  lading _  2. 50 

Preparation  of  Consul  documents.  5. 00 
Consular  documents  (at  cost) . 

Telephone  calls,  teletypes  or  tele¬ 
grams  (at  cost) . 


Interested  persons  may  inspect  these 
agreements  and  obtain  copies  thereof  at 
the  Bureau  of  Domestic  Regulation,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  They  may  submit  to  the  Secretary, 
Federal  Maritime  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.,  20573,  within  twenty  days  after 
publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register,  written  statements  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  the  agreement  and  their  approval, 
disapproval,  or  modification  together 
with  request  for  hearing  should  such 
hearing  be  desired. 

Dated:  March  10, 1964. 

By  the  Federal  Maritime  Commission. 

Thomas  Lisi, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-2464;  Filed,  Mar.  12,  1964; 

8:48  am.] 


N.  V.  NEDLLOYD  LIJNEN  AND 
ALCOA  STEAMSHIP  CO.,  INC. 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Agreement 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  described  agreement  has  been  filed 
with  the  Commission  pursuant  to  section 
15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916  (39  Stat. 
733 ;  75  Stat.  763 ;  46  U J3.C.  814) : 

Agreement  8324-3  between  N.  V.  Nedl- 
loyd  Lijnen  and  Alcoa  Steamship  Com¬ 
pany,  Inc.,  modifies  the  approved  agree¬ 
ment,  in  the  trade  from  India,  Pakistan, 
Federation  of  Malaya,  Colony  of  Singa¬ 
pore,  and  the  Philippine  Islands  to  the 
Virgin  Islands  with  transhipment  at  the 
ports  of  New  Orleans,  La.,  and  Mobile, 
Ala.  The  modification  provides  for  ex¬ 
panding  the  trade  area  by  adding  origi¬ 
nating  ports  in  Chile,  Peru,  Ecuador  and 
Colombia,  ports  in  South  and  East  Africa, 
betwen  Walvis  Bay  /Capetown  and  Mom¬ 
basa,  including  ports  in  Malagasy,  as  set 
forth  in  the  agreement. 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  this 
agreement  and  obtain  copies  thereof  at 


the  Bureau  of  Foreign  Regulation,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.,  20573,  or  may  Inspect  a  copy  at  the 
offices  of  the  District  Managers  of  the 
Commission  in  New  York,  N.Y.,  New 
Orleans,  La.,  and  San  Francisco,  Calif., 
and  may  submit  to  the  Secretary,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.,  20573,  within  20  days  after  publica¬ 
tion  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister,  written  statements  with  reference 
to  the  agreement  and  their  position  as 
to  approval,  disapproval,  or  modification, 
together  with  a  request  for  hearing, 
should  such  hearing  be  desired. 

Dated :  March  9, 1964/ 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Thomas  Lisi, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-2465;  Filed,  Mar.  12,  1964; 

8:48  am.] 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  0-18732  etc.] 

HUMBLE  OIL  &  REFINING  CO.  ET  AL. 

Order  Accepting  Offer  of  Settlement, 
Requiring  Filing  of  Notices  of 
Change  and  Contractual  Amend¬ 
ments,  Rejecting  Notices  of  Change 
Requiring  Refunds,  Terminating 
Proceedings  in  Part,  and  Termi¬ 
nating  Proceedings 

January  27, 1964. 

Humble  Oil  ft  Refining  Company, 
Docket  Nos.  G-13732,  et  al.; 1  Humble  Oil 
ft  Refining  Company  (Operator)  et  al., 
Docket  Nos.  0-14927,  et  al.1 

On  October  4,  1963,  Humble  Oil  & 
Refining  Company  (Humble)  submitted 
an  offer  of  settlement,  pursuant  to  §  1.18 
(e)  of  the  Commission's  rules  of  practice 
and  procedure,  in  these  proceedings, 
and  therewith  filed  executed  contract 
amendments  and  notices  of  change  in 
rate  under  its  Rate  Schedule  Nos.  12, 14 
and  22.  Humble  filed  an  amendment  to 
its  offer  on  November  18,  1963.  These 
proceedings  relate  to  eight  sales  of  nat¬ 
ural  gas  to  Texas  Eastern  Transmission 
Corporation  (Texas  Eastern)  in  Texas 
Railroad  Commission  District  Nos.  1, 2, 
3,  and  6. 

Under  the  terms  of  the  offer,  Humble 
proposes  to  delete  the  favored-nation, 
price  redetermination,  and  periodic  es¬ 
calation  provisions  from  the  rate  sched¬ 
ules  involved,  and  to  waive  its  contrac¬ 
tual  right  to  file  for  any  increases  in  rate, 
in  excess  of  the  settlement  rates,  until 
February  5,  1968,  under  Rate  Schedule 
No.  14,  and  until  November  1, 1968  under 
Rate  Schedule  Nos.  12  and  22.  The  esti¬ 
mated  annual  decrease  in  rates  from 
those  being  presently  charged  and  col¬ 
lected,  is  $42,417. 

Humble,  in  its  offer,  proposes  to  refund 
all  amounts  collected,  subject  to  refund, 
for  sales  of  natural  gas  to  Texas  Eastern 
under  the  subject  rate  schedules  in  ex¬ 
cess  of  the  settlement  rates.  The  esti* 

*The  additional  dockets  involved  herein 
are  set  forth  in  the  Appendix  below. 
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mated  total  dollars  to  be  refunded  ap¬ 
proximates  $60,500,  exclusive  of  interest. 
Bowever,  it  may  be  that  Texas  Eastern 
will  take  the  position  that  it  is  not  pres¬ 
ently  under  obligation  to  flow-through 
to  its  jurisdictional  customers  all  or  a 
part  of  their  proportionate  share  of  the 
amount  of  money  it  will  receive  from 
Humble.  For  the  reasons  set  forth  in 
our  order  in  Hunt  Oil  Co.,  Docket  Nos. 

0-9065,  et  al.,  issued  July  16,  1963, - 

pp.C. - ,  we  shall  condition  our  ap¬ 

proval  of  Humble’s  settlement  offer  to 
require  it  to  retain  (without  further  in¬ 
terest  obligation  to  it)  the  refunds  due 
to  Texas  Eastern  in  a  special  account, 
and  shall  direct  Texas  Eastern  to  sub¬ 
mit  a  report  setting  forth  what  it  intends 
to  do  with  the  refunds  if  they  are  made  to 
it,  and,  if  it  proposes  not  to  pass  them 
on  to  its  jurisdictional  customers  why  it 
believes  it  is  entitled  to  retain  these 
refunds. 

On  October  4,  1963,  as  noted  above  in 
connection  with  its  original  offer,  Hum¬ 
ble  tendered  notices  of  change  in  rate 
under  Rate  Schedule  Nos.  12,  14  and  22, 
along  with  executed  contract  amend¬ 
ments.*  The  contract  amendments  are 
acceptable,  but  the  proposed  rate  in¬ 
creases  contained  in  the  notices  exceed 
the  applicable  area  ceilings  and  are  in 
excess  of  the  rates  proposed  in  the 
amended  offer.  We  shall  therefore  reject 
the  notices  of  change  tendered  on  Octo¬ 
ber  4, 1963. 

In  support  of  its  offer,  Humble  cites 
the  deletion  of  the  favored-nation  and 
price  redetermination  provisions  from  its 
gas  sales  contracts  with  Texas  Eastern, 
and  states  that  such  provisions  were  im¬ 
portant  elements  of  consideration  re¬ 
quired  by  Humble  under  the  contracts  for 
the  long-term  commitment  of  its  gas  re¬ 
serves  to  the  performance  of  the  con¬ 
tracts.  Texas  Eastern  has  concurred  in 
the  offer.  No  objections  or  protests  to  the 
offer  have  been  filed  by  any  party  to  any 
of  these  proceedings. 

Since  the  proposed  settlement  rates  are 
acceptable  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Second  Amendment  to  the  Commission’s 
Statement  of  General  Policy  No.  61-1,  is¬ 
sued  December  20,  1960,  24  FPC  1107,  as 
amended  by  Order  No.  264,  issued  March 
27,  1963,  29  FPC  589  and  the  Seventh 
Amendment  to  the  policy  statement  is¬ 
sued  November  27,  1963  in  Docket  No. 
R-251,  the  public  Interest  will  best  be 
served  by  accepting  Humble’s  proposed 

Ioffpr  Af  ^  oojKiifcioned  herein. 

we  desire  to  make  it  clear 
nditional  acceptance  of  the 
ement  shall  not  be  construed 
of  any  possible  future  in- 
s  proposed  by  Humble, 
nission  finds.  The  proposed 
>f  the  proceedings  herein,  on 
scribed  herein,  as  more  fully 
the  offer  of  settlement  filed 
Commission  by  Humble  on 
963,  as  amended  on  Novem- 

aet  amendments  are  designated 
it  Noe.  16,  16  and  14  to  Humble 
e  Nos.  12, 22  and  14,  respectively. 


ber  18,  1963  and  herein  conditioned,  is 
in  the  public  interest  and  appropriate  to 
carry  out  the  provisions  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act,  and  should  be  approved  and 
made  effective  as  hereinafter  ordered. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  The  offer  of  settlement  filed  with 
the  Commission  by  Humble  on  October  4, 
1963,  as  amended  on  November  18,  1963, 
is  hereby  approved  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  this  order. 

(B)  Humble  shall  file,  within  30  days 
from  the  date  of  issuance  of  this  order, 
notices  of  change  in  its  FPC  Gas  Rate 
Schedule  Nos.  10,  12,  14,  22,  257  and  258, 
reflecting  the  settlement  rates  set  forth 
in  the  appendix  below,  and  executed 
contractual  amendments  to  its  FPC  Gas 
Rate  Schedule  Nos.  10,  15,  19,  257  and 
258  which  Humble  shall  execute  with 
Texas  Eastern  in  conformity  with  Hum¬ 
ble’s  offer  of  settlement,  as  amended,  in 
all  respects,  in  accordance  with  Part  154 
of  the  Commission’s  regulations  under 
the  Natural  Gas  Act. 

(C)  The  executed  contract  amend¬ 
ments  filed  with  the  Commission  by 
Humble  on  October  4, 1963,  are  accepted 
as  supplements  to  the  respective  rate 
schedules  effective  as  of  the  date  of  this 
order. 

(D)  The  notices  of  change  in  rate  ten¬ 
dered  by  Humble  on  October  4,  1963,  to 
its  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  Nos.  12,  14 
and  22  are  hereby  rejected. 

(E)  Humble  shall  compute  the  refund 
to  Texas  Eastern  to  the  date  of  the  is¬ 
suance  of  this  order  as  the  difference 
between  the  rates  collected  subject  to 
refund  under  each  of  the  rate  schedules 
herein  and  the  related  settlement  rates, 
in  Docket  Nos.  0-18324,  RI60-146,  RI61- 
126,  RI61-130,  RI61-348,  RI62-82,  RI62- 
313,  RI62-389,  and  RI63-137,  and  shall 
report  to  the  Commission,  in  writing, 
within  30  days  from  the  date  of  issuance 
of  this  order,  the  amount  of  such  refund, 


showing  separately  the  amount  of  prin¬ 
cipal  and  interest,  and  the  bases  used 
for  such  determination. 

(F)  Humble  shall  retain  the  refund 
due  to  Texas  Eastern,  which  it  shall  have 
computed  in  accordance  with  Paragraph 
(E)  above,  in  a  special  account,  with  no 
further  interest  obligation  after  the  date 
of  issuance  of  this  order,  pending  Com¬ 
mission  action  and  further  order  respect¬ 
ing  such  monies. 

(G)  Upon  notification  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Commission  that  Humble 
has  complied  with  the  terms  and  condi¬ 
tions  of  this  order,  the  settlement  rates 
set  forth  in  the  appendix  below  shall  be 
effective  as  of  the  date  of  issuance  of 
this  order,  and  the  proceedings  in  Docket 
Nos.  G-13732,  G-14927,  G-16806,  G- 
17784,  G-18324,  G-18470,  0-19157,  G- 
19747,  RI60-146,  RI60-220,  RI61-126, 
RI61-130,  RI61-132,  RI61-348,  RI62-82, 
RI62-313,  RI62-389  and  RI63-137  shall 
be  deemed  terminated  insofar  as  such 
proceedings  pertain  to  sales  made  under 
the  rate  schedules  involved  herein. 

(H)  Upon  notification  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Commission  in  accordance 
with  Paragraph  (G)  above,  Docket  Nos. 
G-13732,  G-14927,  G-16806,  0-17784, 
G-18470,  G-19747,  RI60-146,  RI61-126, 
RI61-130,  RI61-132,  RI61-348,  RI62-82, 
RI62-313,  RI62-389  and  RI63-137  shall 
be  severed  from  the  consolidated  area 
rate  proceeding  (Texas  Gulf  Coast  Area) 
in  Docket  No.  AR64-2  without  further 
order  of  the  Commission. 

(I)  The  acceptance  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  of  Humble’s  offer  of  settlement  is 
without  prejudice  to  any  findings  or 
determinations  that  may  be  made  in  any 
proceedings  now  pending,  or  hereafter 
instituted  by  or  against  Humble. 

By  the  Commission. 

[  seal  ]  Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary . 


R/S  and 
supp. 

Susp.  docket 

Effec. 
date  of 
susp. 

Suspended 
rate 1 

Proposed 
settlement 
rate 1 

10-16 

G-14927 . 

9-29-58 

*  14. 3733 

*15.0 

16 

G-18324 . 

10-  1-69 

>15.0432 

18 

RI60-146 . . . 

0-  6-60 

*15.3766 

19 

RI61-348 . 

7-13-61 

*  15. 7099 

20 

RI62-313 . 

7-  4-62 

>  16. 0432 

12-14 

G-14927™ . 

9-29-68 

>13.8733 

*14.1 

14-12 

0-14927 . 

9-29-68 

« 13. 8733 

*14.1 

16-14 

G-13732 . 

4-21-68 

14.4 

15.0 

16 

G-16806 . 

4-  3-59 

14.6 

16 

G-19747 . 

4-  1-60 

14.8 

17 

RI61-132 . 

4-  1-61 

15.0 

18 

RI62-82 . 

4-  1-62 

15.2 

19 

RI63-137 . 

4-  1-63 

15.4 

19-14 

G-19157 . 

1-20-60 

14.6 

15.0 

16 

RI60-220 . 

9-20-60 

14.8 

17 

R 161-132 . 

4-  1-61 

15.0 

18 

R 162-82 . . . 

4-1-62 

15.2 

19 

RI63-137 . . 

4-  1-63 

16.4 

22-13 

G-14927 . 

9-29-68 

>13.8733 

*14.1 

267-13 

0-18470 _ 

10-18-69 

*14.3733 

*16.0 

14 

RI61-126 . 

3-20-61 

*  16. 3766 

15 

R 162-389 . 

9-19-61 

*  15. 7099 

258-12 

G-17784 . 

8-  3-69 

*  14. 7067 

*16.0 

13 

R 161-130 . 

3-20-61 

*15.3766 

14 

R 162-389 . 

.  9-19-62 

*16.0432 

-  |ici  juvi  ov  n.w  jK>ia. 

*  Includes  0.6  cent  dehydration  allowance  paid  by  buyer. 

*  Includes  applicable  tax  reimbursement. 

*  Exclusive  of  buyer’s  0.6  cent  costs  to  gather  and  dehydrate  the  gas. 

*  Exclusive  of  either  seller’s  0.6  cent  dehydration  allowance  paid  by  buyer  for  gas  delivered  from  the  Hoetetter 
Field  or  buyer  s  0.6  cdht  cost  for  gathering  and  dehydrating  the  gas  delivered  from  other  fields. 

[FH.  Doc.  64-2448;  Filed,  Mar.  12, 1964;  8:46  am.] 


3380 

(Docket  No.  0-10417  etc.] 

PAN  AMERICAN  PETROLEUM  CORP.f 
ET  AL.  r 

Findings  and  Order  After  Statutory 
Hearing,  Issuing  Certificate  of  Pub¬ 
lic  Convenience  and  Necessity, 
Amending  Order  Issuing  Certificate, 
and  Severing  Proceedings 

March  6, 1964. 

Pan  American  Petroleum  Corporation, 
et  al.,  Docket  No.  0-19417  et  al.;  Union 
Oil  Company  of  California,  Docket  No. 
CI61-1620;  Humble  Oil  ft  Refining  Com¬ 
pany,  Docket  No.  CI61-1796. 

On  June  23, 1961,  Humble  Oil  ft  Refin¬ 
ing  Company  (Humble)  filed  in  Docket 
No.  CI61-1796  an  application  pursuant 
to  section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
for  a  certificate  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity  authorizing  the  sale  and 
delivery  of  natural  gas  in  interstate  com¬ 
merce  to  Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Company 
of  America  for  resale  from  the  Joiner 
City  Plant,  Carter  County,  Oklahoma, 
at  an  initial  rate  of  17.0  cents  per  Mcf 
at  14.65  psia,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth 
in  the  application. 

On  August  30,  1962,  Union  Oil  Com¬ 
pany  of  California  (Union)  filed  in 
Docket  No.  CI61-1620  an  application 
pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  to  amend  the  order  issuing  a 
certificate  in  said  docket  by  authorizing 
the  sale  and  delivery  of  natural  gas  in 
interstate  commerce  to  Natural  Gas 
Pipeline  Company  of  America  for  resale 
from  additional  acreage  in  the  Putnam 
Field,  Dewey  County,  Oklahoma,  at  a 
rate  of  17.85  cents  per  Mcf  at  14.65  psia, 
all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the  appli¬ 
cation. 

Applicants  received  temporary  certifi¬ 
cates  conditioned  to  the  rate  of  15.0 
cents  per  Mcf,  and  the  applications  were 
consolidated  for  formal  hearing  with 
Docket  No.  0-19417,  et  al. 

On  January  13,  1964,  and  January  22, 
1964,  Humble  and  Union,  respectively, 
filed  motions  to  sever  their  applications 
from  Docket  No.  G-19417,  et  al.,  and 
agreed  to  accept  permanent  authoriza¬ 
tion  conditioned  as  was  the  authoriza¬ 
tion  granted  by  the  temporary  certifi¬ 
cates. 

After  due  notice,  several  petitions  to 
intervene  were  filed  in  the  consolidated 
proceeding  in  Docket  No.  G-19417,  et  al., 
however;  no  answers  were  filed  by  any 
parties  to  the  motions  of  Humble  and 
Union.  - 

At  a  hearing  held  on  February  13, 
1964,  the  Commission  on  its  own  motion 
received  and  made  part  of  the  record  in 
these  proceedings  all  evidence,  including 
the  applications  and  exhibits  attached 
thereto,  submitted  in  support  of  the  au¬ 
thorizations  sought  herein,  and  upon 
consideration  of  the  record. 

The  Commission  finds: 

(1)  Each  Applicant  is  a  “natural-gas 
company”  within  the  meaning  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  and  is  engaged  in  the 
sale  and  delivery  of  natural  gas  in  inter¬ 
state  commerce  for  resale  for  ultimate 
public  consumption  subject  to  the  juris¬ 
diction  of  the  Commission. 

(2)  The  proposed  sales  of  natural  gas 
are  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the 


NOTICE* 

Commission,  and  such  sales,  together 
with  the  construction  and  operation  of 
any  facilities  subject  to  the  jursidiction 
of  the  Commission  necessary  therefor, 
are  subject  to  the  requirements  of  Sub¬ 
sections  (c)  and  (e)  of  section  7  of  the 
Natural  Oas  Act. 

(3)  Applicants  are  able  and  willing 
properly  to  do  the  acts  and  to  perform 
the  service  proposed  and  to  conform  to 
the  provisions  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
and  the  requirements,  rules,  and  regula¬ 
tions  of  the  Commission  thereunder. 

(4)  The  proposed  sale  in  Docket  No. 
CI6 1-1796,  together  with  the  construction 
and  operation  of  any  facilities  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission 
necessary  therefor,  is  required  by  the 
public  convenience  and  necessity,  and  a 
certificate  therefor  should  be  issued  as 
hereinafter  ordered  and  conditioned. 

(5)  It  is  necessary  and  appropriate  in 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  public  conven¬ 
ience  and  necessity  require  that  the  order 
and  necessity  in  Docket  No.  CI61-1620 
should  be  amended  by  authorizing  the 
sale  of  natural  gas  from  additional 
acreage. 

(6)  Docket  Nos.  CI61-1620  and  CI61- 
1796  should  be  severed  from  the  con¬ 
solidated  proceeding  in  Docket  No.  G- 
19417,  etal. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  A  certificate  of  public  conven¬ 
ience  and  necessity  be  and  the  same  is 
hereby  issued  to  Applicant,  Humble  Oil  ft 
Refining  Company  in  Docket  No.  CI61- 
1796,  upon  the  conditions  set  forth  here¬ 
in  authorizing  the  sale  of  natural  gas  in 
interstate  commerce  for  resale  for "  ul¬ 
timate  public  consumption,  and  for  the 
construction  and  operation  of  any  facili¬ 
ties  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Commission  necessary  therefor,  all  as 
more  fully  described  in  the  application 
herein. 

(B)  The  certificate  granted  in  para¬ 
graph  (A)  above  is  not  transferable  and 
shall  be  effective  only  so  long  as  Appli¬ 
cant  continues  the  acts  and  operations 
hereby  authorized  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and 
the  applicable  rules,  regulations,  and 
orders  of  the  Commission. 

(C)  The  grant  of  the  certificate  issued 
in  paragraph  (A)  above  shall  not  be  con¬ 
strued  as  a  waiver  of  the  requirements  of 
section  4  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  or  of 
Part  154  or  Part  157  of  the  Commission’s 
regulations  thereunder,  and  is  without 
prejudice  to  any  findings  or  orders 
which  have  been  or  may  hereafter  be 
made  by  the  Commission  in  any  proceed¬ 
ing  now  pending  or  hereafter  instituted 
by  or  against  Applicant.  Further,  our 
action  in  this  proceeding  shall  not  fore¬ 
close  nor  prejudice  any  future  proceed¬ 
ings  or  objections  relating  to  the  opera¬ 
tion  of  any  price  or  related  provisions  in 
the  gas  purchase  contract  herein  in¬ 
volved.  Nor  shall  the  grant  of  the  cer¬ 
tificate  aforesaid  for  service  to  the  par¬ 
ticular  customer  involved  imply  approval 
of  all  of  the  terms  of  the  contract,  par¬ 
ticularly  as  to  the  cessation  of  service 
upon  termination  of  said  contract,  as 
provided  by  section  7(b)  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act.  Nor  shall  the  grant  of  the 
certificate  aforesaid  be  construed  to  pre¬ 
clude  the  imposition  of  any  sanctions 


pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  for  the  unauthorized  commence¬ 
ment  of  any  sales  of  natural  gas  subject 
to  said  certificate. 

(D)  The  order  issuing  a  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity  in 
Docket  No.  CI6 1—1620  be  and  the  same 
is  hereby  amended  by  authorizing  the 
sale  and  delivery  of  natural  gas  from 
additional  acreage,  and  in  all  other  re¬ 
spects  said  order  shall  remain  in  full 
force  and  effect. 

(E)  The  authorizations  issued  herein 
are  subject  to  the  following  conditions: 

(a)  The  initial  price,  including  tax  re¬ 
imbursement,  shall  not  exceed  150  per 
Mcf  at  14.65  psia; 

(b)  In  the  event  that  the  Commission 
amends  its  Policy  Statement  No.  61-1  by 
adjusting  the  boundary  between  the  Pan¬ 
handle  area  and  the  “Other”  Oklahoma 
area  so  as  to  increase  the  initial  well¬ 
head  price  for  new  gas  in  the  areas  in¬ 
volved  herein.  Applicants  thereupon  may 
substitute  the  new  rates  consistent  with 
their  contracts  reflecting  the  amount  of 
such  increase,  and  thereafter  collect 
these  new  rates  prospectively  in  lieu  of 
the  Initial  rates  herein  required. 

(c)  The  allowances  for  take-or-pay 
provisions  in  the  related  rate  schedules 
are  subject  to  the  ultimate  disposition 
with  respect  to  such  provisions  in  the 
rule-making  proceeding  in  Docket  No. 
R-199;  however.  Applicants  will  not  be 
required  to  file  take-or-pay  provisions 
for  less  than  80  percent  of  the  annual 
contract  quantity. 

(F)  Docket  Nos.  CI61-1620  and  CI61- 
1796  are  hereby  severed  from  the  con¬ 
solidated  proceeding  in  Docket  No.  G- 
19417,  etal. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-2449;  Filed.  Mar.  12,  1964; 

8:47  ajn.] 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

(File  No.  70-4193] 

ALLEGHENY  POWER  SYSTEM,  INC. 

Notice  of  Proposed  Increase  and  Re¬ 
classification  of  Shares  of  Common 
Stock,  Issuance  and  Sale  Thereof  in 
Connection  With  Stock  Split  and 
Solicitation  of  Proxies 

March  6, 1964. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Allegheny 
Power  System,  Inc.  (“Allegheny”),  320 
Park  Avenue,  New  York,  N.Y.,  10022,  a 
registered  holding  company,  has  filed 
a  declaration  with  this  Commission, 
pursuant  to  the  Public  Utility  Holding 
Company  Act  of  1935  (“Act”) ,  designat¬ 
ing  sections  6,  7,  and  12(e)  of  the  Act 
and  Rules  62  and  65  thereunder  as  ap¬ 
plicable  to  the  transactions  therein  pro¬ 
posed.  All  interested  persons  are  re- 
f  erred  to  said  declaration,  on  file  in  the 
office  of  the  Commission,  for  a  descrip¬ 
tion  of  the  proposed  transactions  which 
are  summarized  below. 
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Allegheny  proposes  to  amend  its  char¬ 
ter  so  as  to  effectuate  a  split  of  its  au¬ 
thorized,  issued  and  unissued,  shares  of 
common  stock  on  a  two-for-one  basis. 
Under  the  proposal  Allegheny  will  be 
authorized  to  issue  25,000,000  shares  of 
common  stock  having  a  par  value  of 
$2.50  per  share  in  lieu  of  the  presently 
authorized  12,500,000  shares  of  common 
stock  having  a  par  value  of  $5  per  share. 
The  amount  of  ■  the  aggregate  stated 
capital  applicable  to  the  common  stock 
of  Allegheny  will  not  be  changed. 

Certificates  representing  Allegheny’s 
presently  issued  and  outstanding 
9,338,589  shares  of  common  stock,  hav¬ 
ing  a  par  value  of  $5  per  share,  will  not 
have  to  be  surrendered  but  will  repre¬ 
sent  the  same  number  of  shares  of 
common  stock  of  the  par  value  of  $2.50 
each.  As  soon  as  practicable  Allegheny 
will  mail  to  its  shareholders  certificates 
representing  their  additional  shares  of 
common  stock  of  the  par  value  of  $2.50 
each. 

The  proposed  amendment  will  require 
the  affirmative  vote  of  holders  of  record 
of  not  less  than  a  majority  of  the  out¬ 
standing  shares  of  Allegheny’s  common 
stock  entitled  to  vote  thereon.  The 
proposal  is  to  be  submitted  at  the  annual 
meeting  of  Allegheny’s  stockholders,  to 
be  held  on  May  14,  1964,  and  Allegheny 
will  solicit  proxies  in  favor  of  its  adop¬ 
tion.  The  solicitation  material  and  the 
form  of  proxy  in  connection  therewith 
have  been  submitted  to  the  Commission 
for  appropriate  authorization. 

If  the  requisite  authorizations  are  ob¬ 
tained  Allegheny  will  file  the  proposed 
amendment  with  the  Maryland  State 
Tax  Commission  and  the  split  is  ex¬ 
pected  to  become  effective  on  or  about 
May  21, 1964. 

The  estimated  fees  and  expenses  to  be 
paid  by  Allegheny  in  connection  with 
the  proposal,  including  expenses  of  the 
annual  meeting  of  stockholders,  aggre¬ 
gate  $172,000  and  consist  of  $12,500  for 
solicitation  of  proxies,  $19,800  for  print¬ 
ing,  $85,500  for  transfer  agent’s  fees  and 
expenses,  $23,346  for  New  York  Stock 
Exchange  listing  fee,  $19,000  for  fees 
and  expenses  of  registrar,  $2,500  for 
legal  fees  and  $9,354  for  miscellaneous 
expenses. 

It  is  represented  that  no  State  com¬ 
mission  or  Federal  commission,  other 
than  this  Commission,  has  jurisdiction 
over  the  proposed  transactions. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  in¬ 
terested  person  may,  not  later  than 
March  26,  1964,  request  in  writing  that 
a  hearing  be  held  on  such  matter,  stat¬ 
ing  the  nature  of  his  interest,  the  rea¬ 
sons  for  such  request,  and  the  issues  of 
fact  or  law  raised  by  said  declaration 
which  he  desires  to  controvert;  or  he 
may  request  that  he  be  notified  if  the 
Commission  should  order  a  hearing 
thereon.  Any  such  request  should  be 
addressed:  Secretary,  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission,  Washington,  D.C., 
20549.  A  copy  of  such  request  should 
be  served  personally  or  by  mail  (air 
niail  if  the  person  being  served  is  located 
more  than  500  miles  from  the  point  of 
bailing)  upon  declarant,  and  proof  of 


service  (by  affidavit  or,  in  case  of  an 
attorney  at  law,  by  certificate)  should 
be  filed  contemporaneously  with  the  re¬ 
quest.  At  any  time  after  said  date,  the 
declaration,  as  filed  or  as  amended,  may 
be  permitted  to  become  effective  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  Rule  23  of  the  general  rules  and 
regulations  promulgated  under  the  Act, 
or  the  Commission  may  grant  exemption 
from  such  rules  as  provided  in  Rules 
20(a)  and  100  thereof  or  take  such  other 
action  as  it  may  deem  appropriate. 

For  the  Commission  (pursuant  to  del¬ 
egated  authority) . 

[SEAL]  ORVAL  L.  DUBOIS, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-2443;  Piled,  Mar.  12,  1964; 

8:46  ajn.] 


[Pile  7-2366,  7-2366] 

AMERICAN  PHOTOCOPY  EQUIPMENT 
CO.  AND  CONTROL  DATA  CORP. 

Notice  of  Applications  for  Unlisted 
Trading  Privileges  and  of  Oppor¬ 
tunity  for  Hearing 

March  6,  1964. 

In  the  matter  of  applications  of  the 
Boston  Stock  Exchange  for  unlisted  trad¬ 
ing  privileges  in  certain  securities. 

The  above  named  national  securities 
exchange  has  filed  applications  with  the 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission 
pursuant  to  section  12(f)  (2)  of  the  Se¬ 
curities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  and  Rule 
12f— 1  thereunder,  for  unlisted  trading 
privileges  in  the  common  stocks  of  the 
following  companies,  which  securities 
are  listed  and  registered  on  one  or  more 
other  national  securities  exchanges: 
American  Photocopy  Equipment 


Company _ Pile  7-2366 

Control  Data  Corporation _ Pile  7-2366 


Upon  receipt  of  a  request,  on  or  be¬ 
fore  March  23, 1964,  from  any  interested 
person,  the  Commission  will  determine 
whether  the  application  with  respect  to 
any  of  the  companies  named  shall  be 
set  down  for  hearing.  Any  such  request 
should  state  briefly  the  title  of  the  se¬ 
curity  in  which  he  is  interested,  the  na¬ 
ture  of  the  interest  of  the  person  mak¬ 
ing  the  request,  and  the  position  he 
proposes  to  take  at  the  hearing,  if  or¬ 
dered.  In  addition,  any  interested  per¬ 
son  may  submit  his  views  or  any  addi¬ 
tional  facts  bearing  on  any  of  the  said 
applications  by  means  of  a  letter  ad¬ 
dressed  to  the  Secretary,  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission,  Washington  25, 
D.C.,  not  later  than  the  date  specified. 
If  no  one  requests  a  hearing  with  respect 
to  any  particular  application,  such  ap¬ 
plication  will  be  determined  by  order  of 
the  Commission  on  the  basis  of  the  facts 
stated  therein  and  other  information 
contained  in  the  official  files  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  pertaining  thereto. 

For  the  Commission  (pursuant  to  dele¬ 
gated  authority). 

[seal~|  Oval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[Fit.  Doc.  64-2444;  Piled,  Mar.  12,  1964; 

8:46  am.] 


[File  Nos.  811-886, 812-1690] 

DUNHILL  INTERNATIONAL,  INC. 

Notice  of  Application  for  Order  De¬ 
claring  That  Company  Has  Ceased 

To  Be  Investment  Company 

March  9,  1964. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Dunhill 
International,  Inc.  (“Dunhill”),  771  N. 
Freedom  Street,  Ravenna,  Ohio,  a  closed- 
end  investment  company  registered  un¬ 
der  the  Investment  Company  Act  of  1940 
(“Act”) ,  has  filed  an  application  for  an 
order  pursuant  to  section  8(f)  of  the  Act 
declaring  that  Dunhill  has  ceased  to  be 
an  investment  company  as  defined  in 
section  3(a)  of  the  Act  or,  alternatively, 
for  an  order  pursuant  to  section  3(b)  (2) 
of  the  Act  declaring  that  Dunhill  is 
primarily  engaged  in  a  business  or  busi¬ 
nesses  other  than  that  of  investing,  re¬ 
investing,  owning,  holding  or  trading  in 
securities.  All  interested  persons  are  re¬ 
ferred  to  the  application  on  file  with  the 
Commission  for  a  complete  statement  of 
Dunhill’s  representations  which  are  sum¬ 
marized  below. 

Dunhill  was  incorporated  in  Delaware 
in  1923  to  engage,  generally  speaking,  in 
the  tobacco  business  and  it  has  operated 
in  this  field  through  wholly-owned  sub¬ 
sidiaries  under  an  agreement  with  the 
English  firm  of  Alfred  Dunhill  Limited 
giving  it  the  right  to  use  the  name  “Dim- 
hill”,  a  leading  trademark  in  the  tobacco 
field.  Dunhill  registered  under  the  Act 
as  a  closed-end,  non-diveTsified  invest¬ 
ment  company  on  June  4,  1959,  shortly 
after  the  merger  into  Dunhill  of  New 
York  Dock  Company,  a  registered  in¬ 
vestment  company. 

Section  3(a)  of  the  Act,  in  pertinent 
part,  defines  an  investment  company  as 
one  which  is  or  holds  itself  out  as  being 
engaged  primarily,  or  proposes  to  en¬ 
gage  primarily,  in  the  business  of  invest¬ 
ing,  reinvesting,  or  trading  in  securities, 
or  one  which  owns  or  proposes  to  acquire 
investment  securities  having  a  value  ex¬ 
ceeding  40  percent  of  the  value  of  the 
company’s  total  assets  (exclusive  of  Gov¬ 
ernment  securities  and  cash  items)  on 
an  unconsolidated  basis.  For  purposes 
of  this  section,  “investment  securities” 
are  defined  as  including  all  securities  ex¬ 
cept  Government  securities,  securities 
issued  by  employees’  securities  compa¬ 
nies  and  securities  issued  by  majority- 
owned  subsidiaries* which  are  not  invest¬ 
ment  companies. 

At  the  end  of  1959,  Dunhill  owned  in¬ 
vestment  securities  with  a  market  value 
of  $21,538,412,  principally  represented  by 
securities  of  American  Bank  Note  Com¬ 
pany  (“Bank  Note”) ,  Coty,  Inc.,  Coty  In¬ 
ternational  Corporation,  and  A.  G. 
Spalding  &  Bros.,  Inc.  (“Spalding”). 
The  market  value  of  Dunhill’s  investment 
securities  at  December  31, 1960,  and  1961 
were  $22,255,905  and  $38,305,165,  re¬ 
spectively.  In  February  1962,  Dunhill 
merged  with  The  Pyramid  Rubber  Com¬ 
pany  and  a  group  of  affiliated  companies. 
As  a  result  of  the  merger  Dunhill  ac¬ 
quired  a  number  of  operating  divisions 
and  wholly-owned  subsidiaries,  herein¬ 
after  referred  to  as  the  Pyramid  group 
of  companies.  In  the  merger,  Dunhill 
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also  acquired  a  large  block  of  shares  of 
Spalding,  amounting  to  22.5  percent  of 
the  shares  outstanding.  After  the  merg¬ 
er  with  the  Pyramid  group  of  companies, 
Dunhill  owned  44.1  percent  of  the  out¬ 
standing  stock  of  Spalding.  At  Decem¬ 
ber  31, 1962,  Dunhill’s  investment  securi¬ 
ties  had  a  market  value  of  $29,856,045. 

During  1963,  Dunhill  acquired  addi¬ 
tional  Spalding  stock  so  that  Dunhill 
presently  owns  56  percent  of  the  out¬ 


Company;  the  publication  and  distribu¬ 
tion  of  children’s  books  and  games 
through  the  Platt  &  Munk  Co.,  Inc.,  and 
the  distribution  of  its  baby  feeding 
equipment  in  Mexico  by  Evenflo  Mexico, 
S.A.  Dunhill  also  engages  in  the  retail 
and  wholesale  distribution  of  tobacco 
products  and  gift  items  through  its 
wholly-owned  subsidiary  Alfred  Dunhill 
of  London,  Inc.  New  York  Dock  Rail¬ 
way,  another  wholly-owned  subsidiary  of 


is  located  more  than  500  miles  from  the 
point  of  mailing)  upon  applicant  at  the 
address  stated  above.  Proof  of  such 
service  (by  affidavit  or  in  case  of  an  at¬ 
torney-at-law  by  certificate)  shall  be 
filed  contemporaneously  with  the  re¬ 
quest.  At  any  time  after  said  date,  as 
provided  by  Rule  0-5  of  the  rules  and 
regulations  promulgated  under  the  Act, 
an  order  disposing  of  the  application 
herein  may  be  issued  by  the  Commission 


standing  Spalding  common  stock.  On 
September  24,  1963,  Dunhill  sold  its  en¬ 
tire  holdings  in  Coty,  Inc.  and  Coty  In¬ 
ternational  Corp.  for  an  aggregate  con¬ 
sideration  of  $5,995,936-  The  proceeds  of 
this  sale  were  used  in  their  entirety  to  re¬ 
duce  the  long-term  indebtedness  of  Dun¬ 
hill.  Primarily  as  a  result  of  such  sale 
and  the  acquisition  of  a  majority  interest 
in  Spalding,  Dunhill’s  investment  securi¬ 
ties  as  of  September  30,  1963  had  a 
market  value  of  $12,812,887,  of  which 
shares  of  Bank  Note  amounted  to  $12,- 
403,125  and  shares  of  Alfred  Dunhill 
Limited,  the  remainder.  Although  Dun¬ 
hill’s  holdings  in  Bank  Note  amount  to 
40.4  percent  of  its  outstanding  shares  of 
common  stock,  and  Dunhill  has  four 
representatives  on  Bank  Note’s  thirteen- 
member  board  of  directors,  it  does  not 
claim  that  it  controls  Bank  Note  or  en¬ 
gages  in  the  business  of  Bank  Note. 

The  total  assets  of  Dunhill  as  of  Sep¬ 
tember  30,  1963,  based  on  market  quota¬ 
tions  for  marketable  securities  and  all 
other  assets  at  book  cost,  were  $39,359,479 
on  an  unconsolidated  basis,  and  $44,891,- 
469  on  a  consolidated  basis.  Deduction 
of  cash  items  would  reduce  these  figures 
to  $34,423,117  and  $39,386,419,  respec¬ 
tively.  Investment  securities  of  Dunhill 
as  of  September  30,  1963  on  an  uncon¬ 
solidated  basis  had  a  market  value  of 
$11,395,387,  and,  including  60,000  shares 
of  Bank  Note  held  by  a  wholly-owned 
subsidiary  of  Dunhill,  a  value  of  $12,812,- 
887.  Dunhill  maintains  that  the  book 
cost  of  its  non-investment  assets  is  a 
very  conservative  measure  of  their  value, 
and,  in  support  thereof,  Dunhill  points 
out  that  its  stock  has  been  selling  on  the 
New  York  Stock  Exchange  at  or  close 
to  $14  a  share  and  on  this  basis  the 
public  valuation  of  the  entire  Dunhill 
enterprise  is  $51,342,466.  Dunhill  as¬ 
serts  that  it  is  apparent  that  the  value 
of  its  investment  securities  represents 
less  than  40  percent  of  the  value  of  Dun- 


Dunhill,  operates  a  terminal  railroad  in 
Brooklyn,  New  York.  In  addition,  Dim- 
hill  also  manages  the  business  of  Spald¬ 
ing  through  Dunhill’s  five  representatives 
on  Spalding’s  eight-member  board  of  di¬ 
rectors  and  through  its  two  representa¬ 
tives  on  Spalding’s  three-member  Execu¬ 
tive  Committee  of  the  board  of  directors. 
The  other  member  of  the  Executive  Com¬ 
mittee  is  Spalding’s  President,  who  was 
selected  for  that  position  by  Dunhill’s 
representatives.  One  of  Dunhill’s  offi¬ 
cers  participates  on  a  daily  basis,  and 
others  participate  actively,  in  various  as¬ 
pects  of  Spalding’s  management,  includ¬ 
ing  the  selection  and  compensation  of 
executive  employees,  arranging  bank 
credit,  preparation  of  operating  budgets, 
authorization  of  capital  expenditures, 
and  supervision  of  Spalding’s  marketing 
and  manufacturing  activities. 

The  four  principal  officers  of  Dunhill, 
who,  with  their  families,  are  the  four 
largest  stockholders  of  Dunhill,  were  as¬ 
sociated  together  in  the  Pyramid  group 
of  companies  since  1947  and  they  con¬ 
tinue  to  manage  the  manufacturing  and 
merchandising  businesses  which  are  now 
integrated  in  Dunhill. 

At  a  special  meeting  of  Dunhill  share¬ 
holders  held  on  June  4,  1963,  approval 
was  given  to  the  proposal  to  change 
the  nature  of  Dunhill ’s  business  so  that 
it  will  cease  to  be  an  investment 
company. 

With  the  possible  exception  of  New 
York  Dock  Railway,  with  a  value  of  ap¬ 
proximately  $1,800,000,  Dunhill  intends 
to  continue  to  own  and  operate  through 
its  divisions  and  subsidiaries,  including 
Spalding,  as  an  operating  company,  and 
will  not  primarily  engage  in  the  business 
of  investing,  reinvesting,  or  trading  in 
securities. 

Section  8(f)  of  the  Act  provides,  gen¬ 
erally  speaking,  that  whenever  the 
Commission  upon  application  finds  that 


upon  the  basis  of  the  showing  contained 
in  said  application,  unless  an  order  for 
hearing  upon  said  application  shall  be 
issued  upon  request  or  upon  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  own  motion. 

For  the  Commission  (pursuant  to  dele¬ 
gated  authority). 

[SEAL]  ORVAL  L.  DUBOIS, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-2445;  Filed,  Mar.  12,  1964; 

8:46  ajn.] 

[File  No.  24A-1613] 

ESS-KAY  ENTERPRISES,  INC. 

Notice  and  Order  for  Hearing 

March  9, 1964. 

I.  Ess-Kay  Enterprises,  Inc.  (issuer), 
Suite  407,  101  Marietta  Street  Bldg.,  At¬ 
lanta,  Georgia,  a  Georgia  corporation, 
filed  with  the  Commission  on  April  5, 
1962,  a  notification  on  Form  1-A  and 
qn  offering  circular  relating  to  a  pro¬ 
posed  public  offering  of  its  $10.00  par 
value  common  stock  for  the  purpose  of 
obtaining  an  exemption  from  the  regis¬ 
tration  requirements  of  the  Securities 
Act  of  1933  as  amended  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  section  3(b)  and  Regula¬ 
tion  A  promulgated  thereunder.  Sub¬ 
sequently,  the  filing  was  amended  and 
an  offering  of  13,416  shares  of  the  issuer’s 
common  stock  at  $15.00  per  share  for 
an  aggregate  amount  of  $201,240.00  was 
commenced  on  October  29,  1962. 

n.  The  Commission,  on  March  2, 1964, 
issued  an  order  pursuant  to  Rule  261 
of  the  general  rules  and  regulations 
under  the  Securities  Act  of  1933,  as 
amended,  temporarily  suspending  the 
issuer’s  exemption  under  Regulation  A, 
and  affording  to  any  person  having  an 
interest  therein  an  opportunity  to  re¬ 
quest  a  hearing.  A  written  request  for 
a  hearing  has  been  received  by  the  Com- 


hill’s  total  assets  less  cash  items.  a  registered  investment  company  has  mission. 


The  principal  source  of  Dunhill’s  in-  ceased  to  be  an  investment  company,  it  The  Commission  deems  it  necessary 
come  is  the  businesses  it  is  engaged  in  shall  so  declare  by  order,  and  upon  the  and  appropriate  that  a  hearing  be  held 
directly,  through  wholly-owned  subsid-  taking  effect  of  such  order  the  registra-  for  the  purpose  of  determining  whether 
laries,  and  Spalding  rather  than  its  in-  tion  of  such  company  shall  cease  to  be  it  should  vacate  the  temporary  suspen- 
vestment  securities.  in  effect.  sion  order  or  enter  an  order  of  perma- 

Dunhill  owns  and  operates  several  divi-  Notice  is  further  given  that  any  inter-  nent  suspension  in  this  matter, 
sions  which  it  acquired  in  the  merger  ested  person  may,  not  later  than  March  It  is  hereby  ordered,  Pursuant  to  Rule 
with  the  Pyramid  group  of  companies.  25,  1964,  at  5:30  pm.,  submit  to  the  261  of  the  general  rules  and  regulations 
These  divisions  manufacture  and  dis-  Commission  in  writing  a  request  for  a  under  the  Securities  Act  of  1933,  as 
tribute  infant  feeding  equipment.  Most  hearing  on  the  matter  accompanied  by  amended,  that  a  hearing  be  held  at  10:00 
of  this  equipment  is  sold  under  the  regis-  a  statement  as  to  the  nature  of  his  am.,  e.s.t.,  on  March  17,  1964,  at  the 
tered  trademark  “Evenflo.”  Dunhill  also  interest,  the  reason  for  such  request  and  Atlanta  Regional  Office  of  the  Commis- 
manufactures  the  rubber,  glass  and  plas-  the  issues  of  fact  or  law  proposed  to  be  sion,  1371  Peachtree  Street  NE.,  Atlanta, 
tic  products  used  in  the  infant  feeding  controverted,  or  he  may  request  that  he  Georgia,  with  respect  to  the  matters  set 
equipment  in  plants  located  in  Ravenna,  be  notified  if  the  Commission  shall  order  forth  in  section  n  of  the  Commission’s 
Ohio  and  Tionesta  and  Oil  City,  Penn-  a  hearing  thereon.  Any  such  communi-  order  dated  March  2,  1964,  which  tern- 
sylvania.  In  addition,  Dunhill  carries  on  cation  should  be  addressed:  Secretary,  porarily  suspended  the  Regulation  A  ex- 
other  related  activities  through  wholly-  Securities  and  Exchange  Commission,  emption  of  Ess-Kay  Enterprises,  Inc., 
owned  subsidiaries,  as  follows:  the  Washington,  D.C.,  20549.  A  copy  of  such  without  prejudice,  however,  to  the  spec- 
manufacture  and  distribution  of  infant  request  shall  be  served  personally  or  by  ification  of  additional  issues  which  may 
seating  equipment  through  Infanseat  mail  (air  mail  if  the  person  being  served  be  presented  in  these  proceedings. 
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It  is  further  ordered.  That  William 
Swift,  or  any  other  officer  or  officer*  of 
the  Commission  designated  by  it  for  that 
purpose,  shall  preside  at  the  hearing  and 
any  officer  or  officers  so  designated  to 
preside  at  any  such  hearing  are  hereby 
authorized  to  exercise  all  of  the  powers 
granted  to  the  Commission  under  sections 
19(b),  21  and  22(c)  of  the  Securities  Act 
of  1933,  as  amended,  and  to  hearing  of* 
fleers  under  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Commission  shall  serve  a  copy 
of  this  order  by  registered  mail  on  Ess- 
Kay  Enterprises,  Inc.;  that  notice  of  the 
entry  of  the  order  shall  be  given  to  all 
persons  by  general  release  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  by  publication  in  the  Fed- 
krai.  Register.  Any  person  who  desires 
to  be  heard  or  otherwise  wishes  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  hearing  shall  file  with  the 
Commission  on  or  before  March  13,  1964, 
a  request  relative  thereto  as  provided  in 
Rule  9(c)  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DtjBois, 

Secretary. 

[PR.  Doc.  64-2446;  Filed,  Mar.  12,  1964; 

8:46  am.] 


[File  No.  1-545]  j 

R.  C.  WILLIAMS  &  CO.,  INC. 

Order  Terminating  Summary 
Suspension  of  Trading 

March  6, 1964. 

The  common  stock,  $1.00  par  value,  of 
R.  C.  Williams  &  Company,  Inc.,  being 
listed  and  registered  on  the  American 
Stock  Exchange;  and 
The  Commission  having,  on  March 

2, 1964,  issued  an  order  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  19(a)  (4)  of  the  Securities  Exchange 
Act  of  1934,  summarily  suspending  trad¬ 
ing  in  said  security  on  said  national 
securities  exchange  effective  for  the 
period  March  2,  1964  through  March  11, 
1964;  and 

The  Commission  being  of  the  opinion 
that  the  public  interest  does  not  require 
the  continuance  of  said  suspension  of 
trading  after  March  6, 1964: 

It  is  ordered.  Pursuant  to  section  19 
(a)(4)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act 
of  1934,  that  the  suspension  of  trading 
Pursuant  to  said  order  of  March  2,  1964, 
including  the  applicability  to  said  secu¬ 
rity  of  Rule  15c2-2  under  the  Securities 
Exchange  Act  of  1934,  shall  terminate 
effective  at  the  opening  of  business  on 
March  9, 1964. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

I**.  Doc.  64-2447;  Filed.  Mar.  12,  1964; 
8:46  am.] 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
•  COMMISSION 

[Notice  958] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

March  10, 1964. 

Synopses  of  orders  entered  pursuant 
to  section  212(b)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  and  rules  and  regulations  pre¬ 
scribed  thereunder  (49  CPR  Part  179), 
appear  below: 

As  provided  in  the  Commission’s  spe¬ 
cial  rules  of  practice  any  interested  per¬ 
son  may  file  a  petition  seeking  recon¬ 
sideration  of  the  following  numbered 
proceedings  within  20  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice.  Pursuant 
to  section  17(8)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  the  filing  of  such  a  petition 
will  postpone  the  effective  date  of  the 
order  in  that  proceeding  pending  its  dis¬ 
position.  The  matters  relied  upon  by 
petitioners  must  be  specified  in  their 
petitions  with  particularity. 

No.  MC-FC  65985.  By  order  of 
March  6,  1964,  the  Transfer  Board  ap¬ 
proved  the  transfer  to  Culvert  Carriers, 
Inc.,  St.  Clairsville,  Ohio,  of  a  portion  of 
the  Certificate  in  No.  MC  8509  issued 
May  1, 1951,  to  E.  W.  Thompson,  Canons- 
burg,  Pa.,  authorizing  the  transportation 
of :  Sheet  steel  and  sheet  steel  products, 
from  Yorkville  and  Martins  Ferry,  Ohio, 
and  Beachbottom,  Follansbee,  and 
Wheeling,  W.  Va..  to  Washington,  D.C., 
Baltimore,  Md.,  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and 
New  York,  and  Buffalo,  N.Y.  Paul  F. 
Beery,  44  East  Broad  Street,  Columbus, 
15,  Ohio,  attorney  for  applicants. 

No.  MC-FC  66428.  By  order  of 
March  4,  1964,  the  Transfer  Board  ap¬ 
proved  the  transfer  to  Main  Line  Haul¬ 
ing  Co.,  Inc.,  St.  Clair,  Mo.,  of  the 
operating  rights  issued  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  April  29, 1959,  and  February  17, 1959, 
under  Certificates  in  Nos.  MC  117717 
and  MC  117717  (Sub  No.  1) ,  respectively, 
to  Billy  Adam  Howard,  doing  business 
as  Adams  Trucking  Co.,  St.  Clair,  Mo., 
authorizing  the  transportation,  over  reg¬ 
ular  routes  of  general  commodities,  ex¬ 
cluding  household  goods,  commodities 
in  bulk,  and  other  specified  commodities 
between  Cuba,  Mo.,  and  Salem,  Mo., 
serving  all  intermediate  points;  between 
Rolla,  Mo.,  and  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  serv¬ 
ing  all  intermediate  points,  without 
restriction;  and  the  off-route  points  of 
East  St.  Louis,  and  National  Stock  Yards, 
Ill.,  restricted  to  pick-up  of  packing 
house  products  only;  between  St.  Clair, 
Mo.,  and  St.  Louis.  Mo.,  serving  no  inter¬ 
mediate  points;  between  St.  Louis,  Mo., 
and  Parkway  Village,  Mo.;  feed,  fertil¬ 
izer,  lumber,  carbide,  roofing,  agricul¬ 
tural  implements,  and  storage  batteries, 
from  East  St.  Louis,  HI.,  to  St.  Clair,  Mo., 
and  points  within  15  miles  of  St.  Clair; 
and  livestock,  between  St.Clair,  Mo.,  and 


points  within  15  miles  of  St.  Clair,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other.  National 
Stock  Yards,  HI.  Joseph  R.  Nacy,  117 
West  High  St.  (Post  Office  Box  352), 
Jefferson  City,  Mo.,  65102,  attorney  for 
applicants. 

No.  MC-FC  66455.  By  order  of  March 
4,  1964,  the  Transfer  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  Carmen  Addario,  Sr., 
Carmen  L.  Addario,  Jr.,  Richard  J.  Ad¬ 
dario,  a  partnership,  doing  business  as 
Addario ’s  Express,  Marginal  Street,  East 
Boston,  Mass.,  of  the  operating  rights 
claimed  in  No.  MC  120944  (Sub  No.  1) 
under  the  “grandfather”  clause  of  Sec¬ 
tion  206(a)  (7)  (B) ,  Interstate  Commerce 
Act  by  Carmen  Addario,  doing  business 
as  Addario’s  Express,  155  Orleans  Street, 
East  Boston,  Mass.,  and  the  substitution 
of  tranferee  as  applicant  for  a  certificate 
of  registration  from  this  Commission, 
corresponding  to  the  grant  of  intrastate 
authority  to  transferor  issued  by  the 
Department  of  Public  Utilities  of  the 
Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts  in  No. 
4983.  Gerard  J.  Donovan,  37  Leighton 
Road,  Hyde  Park  36,  Mass.,  registered 
practitioner,  for  applicants. 

No.  MC-FC  66519.  By  order  of  March 

5. 1964,  the  Transfer  Board  approved  the 
transfer  to  Thompson  Hauling,  Inc., 
Canonsburg,  Pa.,  of  the  operating  rights 
remaining  in  Certificate  No.  MC  8509, 
issued  May  1,  1951,  to  E.  W.  Thompson, 
Canonsburg,  Pa.,  authorizing  the  trans¬ 
portation,  over  irregular  routes,  of: 
Steel,  and  steel  products,  machinery  of 
various  types,  including  road  building 
and  heavy  machinery,  between  points  in 
Ohio,  West  Virginia,  Maryland,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  New  York,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia.  John  P.  Liekar,  Mellon  Bank 
Building,  Canonsburg,  Pa.,  attorney  for 
applicants. 

No.  MC-FC  66602.  By  order  of  March 

3. 1964,  the  Transfer  Board  approved  the 
transfer  to  H.  G.  Snyder  Trucking,  Inc., 
Pointe  Claire,  Quebec,  Canada,  of  the 
Certificate  in  No.  MC  117153  (Sub  No.  1) , 
issued  January  25, 1962,  to  H.  G.  Snyder, 
St.  Genevieve,  Quebec,  Canada,  author¬ 
izing  the  transportation  of:  Dog  food, 
in  cans  and  in  cartons,  from  the  port 
of  entry  on  the  United  States-Canada 
Boundary  line,  at  or  near  Champlain, 
N.Y.,  to  points  in  New  York,  New  Jersey, 
Ohio,  Connecticut,  Rhode  Island,  and 
Massachusetts.  John  J.  Brady,  Jr.,  75 
State  Street,  Albany  7,  N.Y.  attorney  for 
applicants. 

No.  MC-FC  66637.  By  order  of  March 
5,  1964,  the  Transfer  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  Edgar  W.  Root,  Inc.,  a 
corporation,  Westfield,  Mass.,  of  the  Cer¬ 
tificate  in  No.  MC  75835,  issued  April  5, 
1963,  to  C.  C.  Lounsbury,  Inc.,  a  corpo¬ 
ration,  Wllllmantlc,  Conn.,  authorizing 
the  transportation  of:  Agricultural 
commodities,  building  materials,  forest 
products,  cable,  fish  poles,  meal,  alfalfa 
meal,  limestone,  and  paper,  between 
points  in  Connecticut,  Massachusetts, 
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and  Rhode  Island;  poles  and  materials 
used  in  the  repair  and  maintenance  of 
telephone,  telegraph,  and  electric  power 
lines,  between  points  in  Connecticut, 
Massachusetts,  Rhode  Island,  and  those 
within  a  specified  New  York  territory; 
and  lumber,  from  New  Haven,  Hamden, 
West  Hartford,  and  New  London,  Conn., 
to  points  in  New  Jersey  and  those  in 
New  York  within  150  miles  of  New  York, 
N.Y.  Arthur  A.  Wentzell,  Post  Office 
Box  720,  Worcester,  Mass.,  representa¬ 
tive  for  transferee.  Reubin  Kaminsky, 
410  Asylum  Street,  Hartford,  Conn.,  at¬ 
torney  for  transferor. 

No.  MC-FC  66640.  By  order  of  March 
3,  1964,  the  Transfer  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  S  &  M  Truck  Line,  Inc., 
Silverton,  Oregon,  of  Certificate  in  No. 
MC  9251,  Issued  by  the  Commission 
March  11,  1958,  to  Olfan  DeQuire,  doing 
business  as  8  &  M  Truck  Line,  Silverton, 
Oregon,  authorizing  the  transportation, 
over  regular  routes,  of  general  commodi¬ 
ties,  excluding  household  goods,  com¬ 


modities  in  bulk,  and  other  specified  com¬ 
modities,  between  Portland,  Oreg.,  and 
Silverton,  Oreg.,  and  between  Silverton, 
Oreg.,  and  Salem,  Oreg.  John  Q.  Mc¬ 
Laughlin,  624  Pacific  Building,  Portland 
4,  Oregon,  attorney  for  applicants. 

No.  MC-FC  66684.  By  order  of  March 
3,  1964,  the  Transfer  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  Baylor  Trucking,  Inc., 
Milan,  Ind.,  of  Certificates  in  Nos.  MC 
109154  and  MC  109154  (Sub-No.  1),  is¬ 
sued  September  8,  1948,  and  May  24, 
1949,  respectively,  to  Chester  Baylor, 
Milan,  Ind.,  authorizing  the  transporta¬ 
tion,  over  irregular  routes,  of  new  furni¬ 
ture  uncrated,  from  Milan,  Ind.,  to  points 
in  Illinois,  Michigan,  Ohio,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  and  Kentucky;  from  Louisville, 
Ky.,  and  Cincinnati,  Ohio  to  Milan;  re¬ 
jected  shipments  of  new  furniture,  and 
materials  and  supplies  used  in  the  manu¬ 
facture,  production,  packing  and  crat¬ 
ing  of  new  furniture,  from  points  in  the 
above-named  destination  States  to 


Milan;  wood  panels  and  veneer  in  quan¬ 
tities  of  not  less  than  16,000  pounds,  from 
Milan.  Ind.,  to  points  in  Illinois,  the 
lower  peninsula  of  Michigan,  Ohio,  and 
Kentucky;  glassware,  from  Huntington, 
W.  Va.,  and  points  within  5  miles  thereof 
to  points  in  Illinois,  the  lower  peninsula 
of  Michigan,  except  Wayne  and  Monroe 
Counties  and  to  points  in  Indiana  north 
of  UB.  Highway  40  from  the  Ohio- 
Indiana  State  line  to  Indianapolis,  Ind., 
and  west  of  Indiana  Highway  37  from 
Indianapolis  to  Tell  City,  Ind.,  but  not 
including  points  on  said  highways;  and 
jar  caps,  from  Chicago,  HI.,  to  points  in 
Indiana,  lower  peninsula  of  Michigan, 
Ohio,  West  Virginia,  and  Kentucky. 
Robert  W.  Loser,  409  Chamber  of  Com¬ 
merce  Building,  Indianapolis,  Indiana, 
attorney  for  applicants. 

[seal]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

JF.R.  Doc.  64-2462;  Filed,  Mar.  12,  1964; 

8:48  am.] 
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